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Current Topics. 


The Law Society’s Supplemental Charter. 

Norice appears in Tuesday’s London (Gazette that a petition 
has been presented to his Majesty in Council by the Law ey 
praying for the grant of a supplemental charter authorizi e 
society to make by-laws with respect to re-election of members of 
the Council ; giving the Council of the society power to appoint 
and elect, as members of the society, persons whose names are on 
the roll of solicitors although they haye not taken out Pa 
certificates; and providing that ex i members of 
Council shall, under certain conditions, be eligible for the offices of 
president and vice-president of the society ; and that, his Majes' 
having referred the said petition to a committee of the ] of 
the Council, all petitions for or against such t should be sent 
to the Privy Council Office on or before the érd of April next. 


Judicial Jokes. 

Tux Latest addition to the judicial bench has fallen @ victim 
to the prevailing epidemic of Joking im court—a disease which 
we regret to find is so much on the increase. We hold a strong 
opinion that this eracking of jokes and playing for the laughter of 
the gallery, in which some judges and many of the bar 
indulge, tends to derogate from the dignity of the court, and we 
know that many litigants are surprised, and some disgusted, that 
the trials of their cases—which are always of great, and some- 
times of vital, importance to them—should be conducted in 
Gilbertian principles. Surely, however, the high water 
bad taste was reached last week, when in one of the common lew 
courts the Bible was made the butt of some feeble witticisms by ¢ 
bench and the bar. What would be the effect of thi 
conduct on the mind of a witness who was sworn 
which he had just heard treated with levity, if not 
by the court? 


The Licensing Time-limit and After. 


THE TIME-LIMIT of fourteen years proposed by the 
Licensing Bill admittedly raises very serious 
management of licensed finance within 
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This on clause 3 of the Bill, which provides, by sub-clause 
1, that, after the determination of the reduction period, compen- 
sation shall cease tobe payable in respect of existing on-licences, 
and that “an application for the re-grant of any on-licence shall 
be treated as the grant of a new licence, not as an application for 
the renewal of a licence, and the provisions as to confirmation 
and monopoly value, and all other provisions applicable to the 
grant of new iicences shall apply accordingly.” ‘I'he reference to 
“monopoly value” carries us to section 4 (2) of the Licensing 
Act; 1904, which requires the justices, on the granting of a new 
on-licence, to attach to the grant conditions for securing to the 
public “any monopoly value which is represented by the differ- 
ence between the value which the premises will bear, in the 
opinion of the justices, when licensed, and the value of the same 
premises if they were not licensed.” It follows, therefore, that 
under the proposed scheme every licence which is in existence at 
the end of the fourteen years will, on an application for renewal, 
have to be considered as though the application were for 
an entirely new grant; that is, careful attention will have 
tobe paid {inter alia) to the question whether the licence is 
really required by the circumstances of the neighbourhood ; and 
if it is granted, it must be at once saddled with such a payment 
as will prevent it from acquiring any special value in the hands 
of the owner. It remains to be seen whether, under such circum- 
stances, it would be worth while to apply for a renewal at all. 
Clause 24 of the present Bill provides that the conditions attached 
to a new licence for the purpose of securing to the public the 
monopoly value may provide for the revision of the annual 
payments, either annually or periodically. 


capac Made by Will. 
‘ig -18 enacted by section 10 of the Wills Act, 1837, that “no 
tment made by will in exercise of any power shall be valid 
we the same be executed in manner hereinbefore required ’— 
that-is, as ordinary wills are required to be executed. It seems 
strange that any question should arise as to the meaning of this 
plain enactment. That the meaning of the enactment is plain 
seems to have been taken for granted since the year 1837, for 
there appears to be no reported case upon it until the other day 
the case of Re Barnett (1908, 1 Ch. 402) was decided by 
Wanrzineton, J. In that case Mrs. Barnerr had a power 
of appointment “by any deed or deeds, writing or writings 
Wi? executed in the presence of two or more credible 
Witnesses,” and she did execute this power, as directed, by a 
testamentary document which, with respect to the position of 
lier signature, failed to satisfy the requirements of the Wills Acts. 
This document could not, accordingly, be admitted to probate as 
a will, and'the question was whether it could be held to operate 
as an exercise of the power of appointment. Warerrneron, J., 
holding the document to be an imperfectly executed will, felt 
constrained to hold that it did not operate as an exercise of the 
wer of appointment : ‘If I finda document which purports to 
an appointment by will, it is clear that that cannot be valid 
unless it is executed in accordance with the formalities 
required by the Act.” One most singular thing is that 
isely the same point did occur‘in a former case, 
in which Warrincron, J., had been counsel, and had success- 
fully contended before Kexewicu, J., that the imperfectly 
exeguted will did operate as an exercise of the power of appoint- 
ment: Re Broad (1901, 2 Ch. 86). In that case, however, 
section 10 of the Wills Act, 1837, had been altogether over- 
looked—by bench and bar alike. Said Warrineron, J., in Re 
Barnett: ** Whether we all forgot it or not I do not know; but 
the learned judge (Kexewrcn, J.] dealt with the question as if 
the first part of the section did not exist.” Obscure provisions in 
partly'repealed Stamp Acts are occasionally overlooked, even in 
the Court of Appeal, but it is seldom that a well-known section 
in the Wills Act, 1837, shares this fate, even in a court of first 

instance. 


Mortgagees and Trade Fixtures. 


RECENT decision of the Court of Appeal in Ellis v. 
wer § Hobson (Limited) (1908, 1 K. B. 388) adds one more to 
‘long dist ‘of authorities which enable a mortgagee to confiscate 

“the law of ‘fixtures trade machinery acquired by the 








mortgagor under a hire-purchase agreement. Being a fixture it 
becomes part of the land, and is therefore the property of the 
mortgagee. The courts have not accepted this obviously unjust 
result without a struggle. It has been found impossible to set 
aside the maxim, guicguid plantatur solo, sow cedit, but in 
Gough v. Wood § Co. (1894, 1 Q. B. 713), where the machinery 
was brought on the premises after the mortgage and was removed 
before the mortgagee took possession, it was held that 
the mortgagor, whilst in possession, had an implied authority to 
hire and bring chattels on to the land and fix them, and to agree 
with their owner for their removal at the end of the hiring. If 
this principle had been effectually carried out, it would have gone 
far to meet the difficulty ; but it was subsequently held in Hodson 
vy. Gorringe (1897, 1 Ch. 182) and Reynolds vy. Ashby § Son 
(1904, A. C. 466) that the right of removal depended on the 
mere licence of the mortgagee, and was determined by his entry 
into possession. Consequently, if the mortgagee enters before 
the machinery has been removed, he can detain it against the 
owner. There was, perhaps, no necessity for the utility of the 
decision in Gough v. Wood & Co. to be thus impaired, but it is 
too late to question these decisions. A further weakness in the 
principle of that case is revealed by the present decision. 
The mortgagor had covenanted in the mortgage that he would 
not remove fixtures then or afterwards erected on the mortgaged 
premises. It was held that, in face of this express stipulation, it 
was impossible to raise the implication which saved the owner of 
the machinery in Gough v. Wood § Co., and though the present 
owner entered and removed the machinery before the mortgagee 
had taken possession, he could not keep it against the mort- 
gagee. All this shews the trouble which follows from blindly 
adhering to antique maxims. Quicquid plantatur, &c., may have 
commended itself tothe lawyers of the Middle Ages, but at the 
present time its operation is disastrous. Movuxton, L.J., in 
assenting to the decision, said that it must be left to legislation, 
or to the decision of a higher tribunal, to protect honest traders 
from dangers which they can neither foresee nor guard against. 
But Reynolds v. Ashby (supra) shews how little is to be expected 
from a higher tribunal; and points like this—that is, failure of 
justice owing to the logical application of legal maxims or rules— 
will never be systematically dealt with by legislation under the 
present system. 


The Right to Work Mines under Waterworks. 


THE Law as to the right of mine-owners to work their minerals 
when the surface land has been acquired for the purpose of a 
public undertaking is involved in a good deal of difficulty, and 
this is illustrated by the case of New Moss Colliery (Limited) v. 
Manchester Corporation (Times, 2nd iust.), in which the House 
of Lords have affirmed the decision of the Court of Appeal (1906, 
2 Ch. 564), who had reversed that of Farwe t, J. (1906, 1 Ch. 
278). In cases where land is acquired for railways, the relations 
of the promoters and of the mine-owners are regulated by sections 
77 to 85 of the Railway Clauses Act, 1845; and for waterworks 
there are the corresponding clauses of sections 18 to 27 of the 
Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847. The effect of these is to vest, in 
general, the surface only in the promoters, leaving compensation for 
the minerals to be assessed and paid in the future when the 
necessity for working them arises. As it was put by Lord Cran- 
worts in Great Western Railway Co. v. Bennett (L. R. 2 H. L. 
27): “It was obviously the intention of the Legislature, in 
making these provisions, to create a new code as to the rela- 
tion between mine-owners and railway companies, where lands 
were compulsorily taken for the purpose of making a railway.” 
Consequently the ordinary common law rules as to the rights of 
a surface-owner to support do not apply. Instead, the mine- 
owner, on desiring to work near the surface in question, 
must give notice to the company of his intention, and, if 
the company do not buy him out, he can work under or 
near the surface without leaving support. In the present case 
land had been acquired by the Manchester Corporation for water- 
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near Taytor’s land, gave the statutory notice to the corporation, 
and, receiving no offer to buy the minerals, proceeded with ‘their 
working, thereby withdrawing lateral support from, and letting 
down the surface of, Tayitor’s land. Farwets, J., beld that the 
corporation had no ground of complaint, since they were left to 
their statutory rights alone, notwithstanding their acquisition of 
both surface and minerals in Taytor’s land, and should have 
offered to purchase if they wished to stop the working. But it 
has been held by the Court of Appeal and the House of Lords 
that promoters who purchase both the surface and the underlying 
minerals are not within the statutory code of the Waterworks 
Clauses Act, but are entitled to the ordinary rights of lateral 
support. In the event of their receiving a notice from the 
adjacent mine-owners of intention to work the minerals and making 
no offer of purchase, then by the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, 
the position of the parties is to be the same as if that Act and the 
special Act had not been passed. But in purchasing both 
surface and minerals the corporation had acquired the usual 
common law right to support, and hence in the present case they 
were entitled to an injunction against the colliery proprietors. 


The Conveyancing Bill. 


Tue Conveyancine and Settled Land Bills, which have been 
twice before Parliament, in 1906 under the care of the late Lord 
Davey, and last year under the care of Mr. Mickie, have been 
introduced this year by Mr. Hixus. The present Bills, which 
have been prepared on the instructions of the Council of the Law 
Society, with the co-operation of the General Council of the Bar, 
appear to be identical with those of last year, though they vary 
to some extent from the original Bills. They do not aim at any 
general change in conveyancing, but are designed to remove 
particular anomalies in the existing law. Clause 2 of the 
Conveyancing Bill gets rid, in case of leases, of the rule 
that the grantee of a reversion cannot take advantage of a 
breach of condition which has occurred before the assignment : 
Hunt v. Bishop (8 Ex. 675), Hunt v. Remnant (9 Ex. 635). 
Clause 3 will meet the difficulty caused by Robbins v. Whyte 
(1906, 1 K. B. 125), and will enable a mortgagor in possession to 
accept a surrender of a lease; while clause 4 supplements 
Born v. Turner (1900, 2 Ch, 211), and econfers upon a 
mortgagee increased powers in regard to selling, so as to make 
his power correspond generally with that of a tenant for life, 
Clause 8 is intended to shorten the common clause in use for 
the appointment of trustees by declaring that, until the appoint- 
ment of new trustees, all the powers and trusts may 
be exercised and performed by the personal representatives 
of the last surviving trustee. It may be a question 
whether such an enactment is now required in view of 
the recent case of Re Waidanis (1908, 1 Ch. 123). Considerable 
practical advantage would follow from clause 10 (3), which, in 
favour of a purchaser, makes a trust for sale continue until the 
land has been conveyed to or under the direction of the bene- 
ficiaries. At present it is very difficult to say at what dis- 
tance of time a purchaser can safely purchase under a trust 
for sale. Clause 11 allows the purchaser of part of land 
held under a common title, who takes the benefit of restrictive 
covenants over the other part, to require a memorandum of 
the covenants to be indorsed on one of the deeds retained by his 
grantor; but it omits to provide for a like entry of the gr 
tion to himself. This repeats an omissiou in last year’s Bill for 
which there seems to be no justification. Lord Davey’s Bill made 
this proper and not unusual requirement compnisory. Clause 12 
allows the proving executors to convey under Part I. of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, thus meeting the inconvenience caused by 
Re Pawley (1900, 1 Ch. 58); and clause 12 is aimed at stopping a 
practice in the West of England of binding a purchaser or lessee 
to employ or pay fees to the vendor or lessee’s solicitor. 


The Settled Land Bill. 


Tue Settled Land Bill, like the Conveyancing Bill, is aimed at 
removing difficulties which have arisen in applying the existing law. 
Clause 1 increases the power of leasing settled land by conferring 
upon the court general power to authorize leases for any term or 
purpose, and subject to any rent and conditions which it ma 


Act, 1882, that-a tenant. for life, although he surrenders 
his estate to the succeeding tenant for life, meverthe- 
less continues to be the to exercise the sta 
powers: Re Lord Wimborne and Browne (1904, 1 Ch, 587). 
The clause provides that under such circumstances the 

powers shall, notwithstanding section 50 of the Act of 1883, 


deal with the various questions which have arisen as to the 
duration of settlements—that is, as to the time during which the 


statutory powers continue to be exerciseable—and as to. the 
appointment of ¢rustees of, and the exercise of powers under, 


compound settlements. Under clause 3 the land is to continue 


the settlement subsists or is capable of being exercised. This 
confirms the view of settlements taken in Re Mundy and Roper’s 


which has found such copious illustration in the reports 
recent years, of determining who are the trustees for the p 


settlement. The former case would have presented less 

but for the bar placed by Re Cornwallis-West and Munro's 
Contract (1903, 2 Ch. 150) on the exercise of the statutory powers 
by the tenant for life under the new settlement, a bar which is not 


Browne (supra). It is now that the restoration by the 
settlement of the old life estate is not to be deemed to prevent 
the exercise of the statutory powers under the new settlement, 
As regards the settlement of property by reference to 
another settlement, the clause provides that it shall be sufficient 
that there are trustees of such original settlement, thus i 
rid of Re Coull’s Settled Estates (1905, 1 Ch, 712). The 

ments would remove much of the trouble and expense incident.to 
the exercise of the statutory powers under compound settlements, 
There are a large number of other clauses facilitating or extending . 
the exercise of these powers. Thus, clause 7 extends the class of 
persons by whom the powers of a tenant for life are exerciseable,. 
and clause 11 gives the powers to the trustees of the 

where there is no other person to exercise them. Should the Bill - 
become law, it will obviously be desirable to follow it with a 
measure consolidating the various Settled Land Acts. ¢ 


Payment of Costs of,Lease. . 
WIra REFERENCE to the rule ry 8 in the absence of express 
agreement, the lessee pays for the lease, a correspondent says; 
“ The apparent absurdity of the rule makes one wonder what was 
its origin, and one would expect to find on inquiry some sound. 
and convincing reason for what is primd facie inequitable. I 
have endeavoured to trace its origin, and I have only succeeded 
in finding that the origin of the rule is as unsatisfactory as the 
rule itself. The first case on the point is Grissell vy. Robinson 
(1836, 3 Bing. N. C. 10), where Tuxpat, CJ,, said: ‘The 
evidence shews that it is the custom for the landlord’s 
attorney to draw the lease, and that it is paid for by the 
lessee.’ Whatever the evidence may have been in that 
case, it could not have established a custom, properly so 
called, for the simple reason that there could be no such 
custom. Probably the learned Chief Justice meant ‘ usage’ or 
‘ practice,’ me me doubt o Ntsc Append to shew a aaa th 
of practice. Further on, the j said ‘the money was paid by 
+ laintiffs, who were liable the first instance upon an 
implied engagement in the defendant to repay them because he 
was ultimately liable.’ Surely this is begging the whole question. 
The question was whether the defendant was liable, and as I 
understand the law as laid down in Stokes v. Lewis (1 T. R. 20) 
you cannot imply an agreement to repay money where the money 
was paid against the consent of the for whose use it was 
sprees’ te, Se see That is a reasonable and intelli 
principle, and applying it to the question I am considering, 
impossible to assnme that a lessee assents to a 

he objects to, and to a practice of 
In a later mm 1 Gr yeh 


ge 


Harpy, J., said: ‘ the 





approve. Clause 2 meets the singular result of the Settled Land 


impliedly contracted to indemnify the lessor 


a 
- 
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Contract (1899, 1 Ch. 275). Clause 4 provides for the difficulty, 


of the Acts in cases where there has been a resettlement of the - 
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properly incurred in preparing the lease.’ All I can say is, that 
if } is the principle, it seems to me a very unprincipled 
principle. There is, however, in fact, no principle in the matter. 
There is an old practice, going back probably to the time when 
might was right, and when landlords could impose what terms 
or chose upon their tenants. The case of (rissell v. Robinson, 
which was probably decided in an unguarded moment and some- 
what per incwriam, confirmed that practice on grounds which 

to me to be unsound. The courts have ever since 
been bound by that decision, but in almost every subsequent 
case the practice has been restricted and not extended. 
Thus in Re Negus (1895, 1 Ch. 73) it was held that the lessee is 
not bound to pay the expenses of the counterpart ; in Ke Fletcher 
§ Dyson (1903, 2 Ch. 688) that he is only liable to pay one set 
of costs, and in Ie Gray (1901, 1.Ch. 239) that he cannot be 
cliatged for matters antecedent to the instructions for the lease. 
Ffom all which cases it may perhaps be inferred that the practice 
has not, in recent times at least, been viewed with any great 
favour by the courts. Moreover, almost the only justification that 
can be put forward in support of such a practice is that it is 
general and universal, But the practice I am considering cannot 
be supported even on that ground. It is true that it is the 
ordinary practice in London and other large towns, but there are 
sy! places in which it does not exist, and where the practice is 
for the landlord and tenant to share the expenses equally.” 








Eviderice in “ Passing-off” Actions. 


In passing-off actions one or both of the following issues arise for 
decision :—(1) Has what the defendant has done produced decep- 
tion in the past? (2) Is what the defendant is doing likely to 
produce deception in the future? It is hardly necessary to 


observe that the decision of both these issues rests with the ; 


tribunal trying the case. Now the question often arises— 
is evidence of probability of deception admissible—i.e., can a 
witness, conversant with the particular trade, be asked, and 
answer, the question,—Is what the defendant is doing calculated, 
in your opinion, to deceive the trade, or the public, or both? 
Formerly this evidence was freely admitted, and the question 
of its being admissible was considered to be settled by the case of 
Orr-Ewing v. Johnson, in the House of Lords (L. R. 7 App. Cas. 
219). Latterly it has been consideréd that such evidence is 
inadmissible, and this was generally rested on what was said by 
Lord Harssury in North Cheshire and Manchester Brewery Co. 
v, Manchester Brewery Co. (L. R. 1899, A. C. 83), and by Lord 
Macwaenren in Payton v. Snelling (17 R. P. C. 635). The 
point cropped up recently in the Irish case of Hennessy v. 
Reating (25 R. P. C. 125), where the main question involved was 
whether a label of the defendant so closely resembled a label of 
the plaintiffs as to be calculated to deceive. At the trial before 
the Irish Master of the Rolls the plaintiffs adduced no evidence 
on this point, but relied solely on the similarity of the two 
labels, and on the action and conduct of the defendant, as demon- 
strating that his label was used with the intention of passing-off. 
For the defendant a large number of trade witnesses gave 
evidence on the question. whether the defendant’s label was caleu- 
lated to deceive. As to this evidence, the Master of the Rolls 
(who decided the case against the defendant), according to Lord 
Justice Fitzatppon, in his judgment, went through the 
scantily considered the rest. The Court of Appeal (who decided 
in favour of the defendant) not only treated this evidence as 
admissible, but carefully considered it; and Lord Chief 
Justnee Firzermson, in his judgment, went through the 
cases bearing on the subject, including those mentioned 
above. After this decision it is settled, as far as the 
Trish courts are concerned, and we think it ought to be treated 
as settled in the English courts, that evidence of the kind 
under consideration is admissible. But admissible for what 

9 It is not admissible for the purpose of allowing the 
witnesses t6 usurp the function of the judge—.e., of deciding 
whether @ thing is calculated to deceive or not; but it is admis- 
sible to aid or fortify the judge in coming to his decision on this 
point. Lord Justice Frrzamson put it very clearly in his judg- 





ment :—“I respectfully say that, though judges, whether at 
law or in equity, cannot delegate to so-called experts the pro- 
nouncement of the only authoritative opinion upon the question 
at issue, parties are entitled to give, and judges are bound to 
consider, wherever it is material, the evidence of those who are 
better acquainted than they are with the circumstances under 
which the question arises, before deciding whether either actual 
deceit has been proved, or whether any particular resemblance is 
likely to deceive.” 

The same view was taken by Mr. Justice Parker in the case of 
the Birmingham Small Arms Co. v. Webb (24 R. P. C. 27), 
decided in November 1906, but apparently not cited in 
Hennessy v. Keating. This was a case in which the question was 
whether the letters B.A.S., used by the defendants, were calcu- 
lated to deceive ; the letters B.S.A. being used by the plaintiffs. 
In this case evidence was given, on the part of the plaintiffs only, 
as to probability of deception. Mr. Justice Parker said :—‘ Of 
course, in coming to a conclusion about a case of this nature, the 
way it strikes the individual mind of the judge is of importance, 
and it is also important that the judge should have evidence to 
confirm his impression, and the conclusion he comes to, on the 
point whether or not he thinks, on a comparison of the way the 
letters are used by the rival traders, having regard to the 
surrounding circumstances, confusion might arise. I myself, 
having regard to the fact that B.S.A. is largely identified in the 
public mind with goods of the plaintiffs’ manufacture, do think 
that goods marked B.A.S. might lead to confusion.” Having 
given his reasons for so thinking, he added :—“ That impression 
of mine is amply confirmed by the evidence which has been given 
before me, and which evidence is uncontradicted, and was not 
materially shaken in cross-examination. Of course, it is easy 
enough in cross-examination to say to the witness: ‘ Take the two 
marks and compare them ; look at this difference, and look at that 
difference. Now tell me whether you could possibly mistake one 
mark for the other.’ Of course, then he may be bound to 
answer, and he would be bound to answer that he would not. 
But that is not the real point. The real point is that people do 
not take the two marks and compare them. What they do is 
this,—they probably have not the two marks before them at all; 
they see a mark, and, because of something in it, they are led 
to a certain inference, or may be led to a certain inference. Now 
all the witnesses who were called—and I think really the defen- 
dant himself agreed with them—were quite clear that the 
ordinary persons buying the goods, seeing the letters B.A.S. upon 
them, and not having their attention called to the difference—to 
the absence of three rifles, for instance, or something of that sort 
—tmight very well come to the conclusion, and probably would 
come to the conclusion, that these were goods of the plaintiffs’ 
manufacture. I think that is enough to warrant the granting of 
an injunction. I do not think it is necessary to prove that there 
was any intention to deceive on the part of the defendant, nor 
do I think it is necessary to prove that there was an actual decep- 
tion, though, of course, proving any individual instance of actual 
deception would have largely strengthened the plaintiffs’ case. 
But I am impressed by the fact that the evidence is all one way; 
no evidence has been called on behalf of the defendant, and, even 
if my own opinion were not what it is as to the possibility of 
deception, I should not feel at liberty totally to disregard the 
evidence which has been given in the hox by persons conversant 
with the trade, and which is uncontradicted, merely because com- 
ments could be made as to the possible further evidence which 
might have been obtained, and comments made upon not calling 
people conversant with the retail trade, as opposed to people 
conversant with the trade of wholesale dealers.” 

This case and the Irish case appear to us to embody the true 
and common sense view of the subject. Evidence of those con- 
versant with the particular trade on the probability of deception 
is admissible and ought to be taken into account by the judge 
to aid him in coming to the conclusion whether what the defen- 
dant is doing is calculated to deceive, a matter which, as stated 
above, rests with the judge and not with the witness. It is 
obvious that this is the right view, because, although there are 
many cases in which the judge can come to as sound a conclusion 
on the point under consideration as any man in the particular 
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trade, there are quite as many, if not more, cases in which he ° 


cannot. Take the class of actions where the labels under con- 
sideration are used on corsets ; how can any judge, ex proprio 
question is whether they are calculated to deceive washerwomen 
and the like, or the class of cases where the labels under con- 
sideration are used on corsets. How can any judge, ex proprio 
motu, properly decide whether the labels would deceive washer- 
women in the one case or ladies in the other? A man in the 
trade, who has frequently seen washerwomen buying soap, or 
ladies buying corsets, can, from his trade experience, form a 
reliable opinion whether the washerwomen or the ladies would be 
likely to be deceived by what a defendant is doing, and his 
evidence is obviously most valuable to a judge to aid him in 
coming to a conclusion on the subject. 








Appeals from a Master or Referee. 


In a former issue we referred to some of the difficulties 
which exist with regard to appeals to the Court of 
Appeal in actions tried by a judge, with or without a jury, 
owing to the great ambiguity in the Rules of the Supreme Court 
relating to the matter. The faults pointed out then are not 
the only ones which are to be found, even in the same branch 
of the subject of appeals, but perhaps they are sufficient to shew 
the desirability of a thorough overhauling of the particular rules 
referred to. The faults with regard to these appeals lies (1) not 
in the non-existence of rules, but in the existence of too many, 
several of which hardly agree in terms with their interpretation 
in practice, and (2) in the unnecessary differences made by these 
rules in cases which seem to call for equal treatment. We will 
now turn to another branch of the subject of appeals, which is 
highly important in practice, but upon which the rules are singu- 
larly silent. We refer to appeals from the judgment of a King’s 
Bench master in an action referred to him by consent under 
ord. 14, r. 7, and from the judgment of a referee to whom an 
action has been referred, by an order of the Court, for trial. 

It is, of course, a fact familiar to every practitioner, that 
almost everything a master or referee does is open to 
appeal, and that with regard to the former, ord. 54, 
r. 21, gives “any person affected by any order or decision 
of a master,” a right of appealing therefrom to the judge in 
chambers. But it may not be so well known that this rule is 
the only one which deals with appeals from a master, though it is 
not true that every appeal from “any order or decision ” of his 
goes to the judge in chambers. 

A very long battle was necessary before it was finally estab- 
lished that, where a master does try an action referred to him 
under ord. 14, r. 7, the appeal from his decision lies to the 
Divisional Court: Fraser v. Fraser (1904, 1 K. B. 56; 2 K. B. 
245; 1905, 1 K. B. 368), see also articles appearing in this 
journal on the subject. Litigants might reasonably have expected 
that such a point would have been clearly provided for on the 
introduction of this mode of trial, but unfortunately the rules 
maintain a total silence as to whether an appeal lies at all, and, if 
so, to whom the appeal lies, and how and when it must be 
brought. The first two points are now disposed of, but “ how ” 
and “when” are still awaiting for their final determination the 
arrival of another litigant who does not mind the expense of 
another leading case. 

The same difficulty hardly attaches to the question of 
the manner in which the appeal is to be brought, as to 
the question of the time. ll applications, in the nature of 
appeals, to the Divisional Court, being by notice of motion served 
upon the opposite parties, it perhaps may be left as a matter for 
deduction that this mode applies to appeals from the master. So 
also the place where to set down the appeal, and what papers are 
necessary on setting it down, may safely be taken as being similar 
to those governing appeals to the Divisional Court (ord. 59, rr. 
10-12), except perhaps with regard to copies of the master’s 
notes. Is it necessary for the appellant to supply copies for the 


The really difficult point is, as in the case of appeals from a 
judge, with regard to time. Within what time must the “peal 
be brought? What length of notice must be given? When P 
the appeal be set down? On these matters the rules are ‘silent, 
‘except that possibly ord. 52, r. 5, which provides for two da: 
| notice of motion, may apply. Ord. 54, r. 24, only ne appeals 
|from the judge in chambers. It is clear that ord. 59, 
rr. 10 and 12, which govern the times for appealing to’ 
| the Divisional Court as to the bulk of their appellate jurisdic 
tion, do not apply to appeals from a master, since vo frn 
refer to “appeals from county courts and any inferior edu 
of record,” and the master comes under neither of these heads. 
He is an officer of the High Court, just as is an official referee, 
and when he tries an action referred to him under ord. 14, r. 7; 
he is in practically the same position with regard to appeals as 
the referee who tries an action referred to him: see ord. 40, r. 
61, and Fraser v. Fraser (1905, 1 K. B., at pp. 372, 373), 
Now by ord. 40, r. 6, the application to set aside a judg-. 
ment of an official referee to whom an action has been 
referred for trial under an order of court must be made, 
in the King’s Bench Division, to the Divisional Court, 
and so must an application for a new trial, the Judicature 
Act, 1890, s. 1, not having affected this, since it only applies 





where the trial has been with a jury: Glasbrook v. Owen (1891, 
7, T. L. R., 62), followed in Gower vy. Tobitt (1891, 7, T. L. Re 
182). If, therefore, the time for appealing from the ey 
an official referee, or applying for a new trial, were i 
it might be taken to govern also the appeal from a master. But 
again there is no rule on this point. ere is, however, it is bers | 
a decision that the time for applying for a new trial is gov 
by ord. 39, r. 4: Forrest v. Todd (1897, 76 L. T. 500). But 
this case is of doubtful authority, for it is plain, on @ 
careful reading of this rule, with rules 3, 1, and le 
of the same order, that it only applies to, applications 
to the Court of Appeal where the trial has been with a py, and 
it is submitted, therefore, that this decision cannot .be relied 
upon. The words in rules 3 and 4 point to a notice 
of motion under rule la (trials with a jury), and it is distinetly 
stated in this last-mentioned rule that applications under it are 
subject to the provisions of rule 4, while nothing similar is said 
with regard to motions under rule 1 (trials without a jury), 
because they are governed by ord. 58, r. 15. The case does not 
seem to have been fully argued, and this point was not saken, 
Moreover, the decision is contrary to that in Dyke v. Canne 
(1883, Q. B. D. 180), which was not cited. f 
The rule most frequently followed in practice is that fixing 
the time for an application to set aside the award of an 
arbitrator under the Arbitration Act (section 11, sub; 
section 2). By ord. 64, r. 14, the application may be 
made “at any time before the last day of the sittings 
next after such award has been made and published to 
the parties.” This view was plausible till Fraser v. Fraser 
(supra) decided that the master was not acting as an arbitrator. 
Moreover, he does not make an award; he directs judgment to 
be entered, as does an official referee, by whom an action 1s 
tried: see Munday v. Norton (1892, 1 Q. B. 403). This rule 
therefore cannot be said to govern the point. Nor can ord. 
r. 15, since it relates exclusively to appeals to the Court 
Appeal. 
The only conclusion, therefore, is that, no time, being 
fixed by the rules, an appeal from a master who has tried. 
action referred to him under ord. 14, r. 7, or from. a. referee t 
whom an action has been referred for trial by an of court, 
brought in time if brought within what the considers, in 
particular case, is a reasonable time. This is, however; 
unsatisfactory state of affairs, since the chief benefit of the 
dure introduced by ord. 14, r. 7, is the speedy determinationef 
the matter, and, if the time within which an appeal lies is 50 
uncertain, or if it may—as is actually now allowed in practiee— 
extend to as long a period as that allowed for an application to 
set aside an award, much of the benefit afforded to gant by the 
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use of the judges as in the case of appeals from the county courts ? 
The general practice is to supply them, but some instruction on 
the point seems desirable. 
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rule disappears. This period may possibly exceed 
for appealing from the judgment in an action, tried in eourt 
without a jury. The proper course, it is suggested, would be 
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make rules 10-12 of order 59 apply. These rules make the 
notice of motion an eight days’ notice, and compel service of the 
notice and entry of the appeal within twenty-one days from the 


judgment. These periods are reasonable, and their application 
would doubtless be approved by the great majority of practi- 
tioners.. The same remarks apply to appeals from the judgment 
of a referee to whom an action has been referred for trial by an 


order of court. The present condition of the matter is highly 
unsatisfactory, and calls for a speedy remedy. 

Other difficulties which exist with regard to appeals from a 
master and from a referee will be noticed in a subsequent issue. 








Reviews. 


The Patents and Designs Act, 1907. 


Tue PATENTS AND Destons Act, 1907. By R. Frost, B.Sc. (Lond.), 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


Although Mr. Frost is probably suffering least of the authors of 
books on the law of patents from the passing of the Consolidation 
Act of last year, seeing that his third edition was the last to be 
published, and therefore the most up-to-date and the least in need of 
revision, it must still have been an unpleasant surprise to find that his 
last. edition was hardly in the hands of the public before it had 
to be supplemented by the introduction of the additions and altera- 
tions for which we are indebted to the Act of 1907. The same 
situation had arisen a year or two earlier with respect to the law of 
trade-marks, by reason of the passing of the Consolidation Act of 
1905, and Mr. Frost has now adopted the same method of procedure 
as was adopted by the writers of text-books in the former case, and 
has not attempted to re-write his main book, but has prepared an 
édition of the new Act and rules which contains nearly 300 royal 8vo. 
pages, although hardly any of the cases on the old law are cited, and 
the notes to the Act are not of exaggerated length. In the notes, 
however, Mr. Frost has shewn the same thoroughness which we are 
@coustomed to expect from him, and we may refer, by way of 
@xample, to those on the question as to the right of appeal on a 
revocation petition (pp. 44-5), on the alteration in the law as to the 
recovery of damages in patent cases (pp. 56-7), and on the new 
provision as to the avoidance of certain conditions attached to the sale 
of patented articles (pp. 62-4). The Amendment Act of 1907, which, 
to quote from an Irishman, was put to death before it was born, is set 
out in the appendix, which is useful as tracing the development of the 
law, and there is a series of comparative tables, enabling the origin of 
any particular provision to be seen at a glance. As the promised 
Rules of Court have not yet been issued, Mr. Frost has been unable 
to include them in his book, but we are greatly indebted to him for 
it all the same, and notwithstanding his ‘split infinitives,’”? which 
would hardly be approved by the straighter sect of grammarians. 





THE PATENTS AND Desicns Act, 1907. Wuitrn NoTEs AND AN 
APPENDIX ON CHEMICAL PaTENTS. By W. MArsHALL FREEMAN, 
Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 


This is one of the earliest of the little books, of which we may 
bably expect a crop, on the Patents Act of last year, which 
as consolidated all that was left of the Act of 1883 and of the Acts 
which followed it, down to the Amendment Act of last year, which 
never came into operation. The author of the book himself describes 
it as ‘‘a mere student’s commentary and no more,” and this may be 
regarded as an adequate description. There is a short introductory 
chapter, succeeded by an annotated reprint of the Act so far as relates 
to patents ; then follows a still shorter introductory chapter, again 
by an annotated reprint of the Act so far as relates to 
designs; then come the general provisions of the Act and the 
schedule. The rules issued from the Patent Office are not included, 
but instead there is a short essay on chemical patents, which is of 
some interest, though it does not fill the place of the rules, without 
which a practitioner would often be at a loss. The object of the book 
is, however, a modest one, and the author may fairly claim to have 
accomplished it. 





Company Law. 


HanpBook ON THE FoRMATION, MANAGEMENT, AND WINDING UP 
or Joint Stock ComranrEs. By F. Gorz-Brownzg, M.A., K.C., 
and WILLIAM JoRDAN, Company Registration and Parliamentary 
Agent. TweEntTyY-zicHTH Epition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


Thé statute law of companies has been very materially altered by the 
Act of 1900, and the Act of last year also will be coming into operation 








in the summer. It is essential for those who are interested in the 
management of companies and their advisers to be familiar with these 
changes, accomplished or impending, and this familiar handbook has 
been usefully brought up to date. In three divisions it deals 
successively with the formation and constitution of a company, with 
the management and conduct of its business, and with winding 
up. The number which the present edition bears makes it un- 
necessary to subject it to any detailed examination. Some complication 
is introduced by the fact that the authors have to provide for different 
provisions being in force at different times. Thus the provisions of 
the Act of 1900 govern prospectuses up to the Ist of July, and after- 
wards the provisions of the Act of 1907. This has been met by stating 
the requirements of the earlier Act in the text and by giving in 
notes the changes effected by the Act of 1907. Similarly the book has 
been made to suit both systems as regards other matters, such as 
the registration of debentures. The question of the re-issue of 
debentures has been placed on a new footing by the Act of 1907, 
and the present law—for on this point that Act is already in foree— 
is stated at pp. 182 to 183. Without competing with more detailed 
works, the book forms an excellent practical manual. 





The Law of Partnership. 


A DicEst oF THE LAW OF PARTNERSHIP, WITH AN APPENDIX OF 
Forms. By Sir Fraepgrick Portock, Bart., D.C.L., Barrister- 
at-Law. EIGHTH EpITion. WITH AN APPENDIX ON THE LIMITED 
PARTNERSHIPS AcT, 1907; TOGETHER WITH THE RULES AND 
Forms, 1907, Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Originally this book was a digest in substance as well as in name. 
In recent editions it has had the additional authority of being 
founded on the Partnership Act, 1890, and the text consists of the 
sections of that Act, accompanied by illustrations and explanatory 
notes. This effort at codification has not been entirely successful, and 
the discussion of the effect of section 2, which defines the tests of 
partnership, in Badeley v. Consolidated Bank (38 Ch. D. 238) and 
Davis v. Davis (1894, 1 Ch. 393), shews that emendation is required 
to make the various parts of the section clear and consistent. But the 
effect of the Act as a whole has been to introduce greater certainty into 
the law of partnership. A new step in attempting to make part- 
nerships, suit the requirements of modern business has been made in 
the Limited Partnership Act, 1907, and this is printed with notes 
in the Appendix. To practitioners who are consulted as to the 
advisability of adopting the Act a perusal of the notes will be useful. 
At present we are not aware that there is any disposition to substitute 
limited partnerships for private companies, though under special cir- 
cumstances the system may probably be tried with advantage. 





Books of the Week. 


The Students’ Digest, containing the Questions Set at the Final 
(Pass) Examinations of the Law Society in Recent Years on All the 
Subjects, Together with Answers Thereto, and Intended as a Revision 
Guide for Final Students. By Atsert Grsson, ARTHUR WELDON, 
and H. Grsson Rivineton, M.A. Fourth Edition. The ‘‘ Law Notes” 
Publishing Offices. 


A Concise Treatise on the Law of Mortgage. By W. F. BEDDOEs, 
Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition, Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Legal Representatives: Being a Concise Treatise on the Law of 
Executors and Administrators as Modified by the Land Transfer Act, 
1897. By SypneEyY EpwarpD WILLIAMS, Barrister-at-Law. Second 
Edition. Stevens & Sons, (Limited). 


Turbines. By W. H. StuarrT GARNETT, Barrister-at-Law. 
Edition. George Bell & Sons. 


Exterritoriality : The Law Relating to Consular Jurisdiction and to 
Residence in Oriental Countries. By Sir Francois Picaort, Kt., 
M.A., LU.M., Chief Justice of Hong Kong. New Edition, Revised 
and Enlarged. Butterworth & Co. 


Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation. Edited for the 
Society by Sir Jonn Macponetu, C.B., LL.D., and EpwarpD 
Manson, Esq. New Series, Vol. VIII., Part 2. John Murray. 


A Catalogue of Modern Law Works Published during the Years 
1865—1908 ; Being a Supplement to the Bibliotheca Legum of HENRY 
G. STEVENS and RosEert W. Haynes, Law Publishers, Booksellers, 
and Exporters of Law and Miscellaneous Literature, 13, Bell-yard, 
Temple Bar, London. : 

American Law Review, January—February, 1908. Editors: 
CHaRLes E. GRINNELL, Boston; Hannis TayLor, Washington, 
Reeves & Turner. 
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Correspondence. 


The Charge Certificate of the Land Registry. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—We enclose you a copy of some correspondence which has 
recently passed between the Registrar of the Land Registry and our- 
selves, which you may think worthy of publication as dealing with a 
matter under the new rules recently issued by the registry, which 
we venture to think is of considerable importance to the profession, 
and which we have not recently seen commented upon in your 
valuable columns. Syrett & Sons. 

45, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., March 3. 

The following is the correspondence referred to : 

[Corx.] 
45, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., 25th February, 1908. 
Title No. 100871. 

Dear Sir,—We enclose you formal receipt for the documents herein, and 
observe that with regard to the two charges on the property, instead of the 
charge certificate which used to be issued by the , you have only 
issued what purports to be an office copy of the instrument of charge. 
Do we understand that this is the practice under the new rules, and that 
the old certificate, which comprised a copy of the entries on the register 
and a plan of the property, is done away with? If this be so, we may 
state that we consider the position an en ee, one from a 
mortgagee’s point of view, and if this is to be the future practice shall 
probably decide to take a formal security off the ter in addition to 
the office copy charge. We think you will agree with us that to present 
a Client with a clumsy document of a flimsy character such as that before 
us as his only security for possibly a large advance, is not calculated to 
inspire him with confidence in the new system of registration. 

We are, of course, aware of the provisions made by rule 2595, made in 
pursuance of the Acc, but this does not seem to us to meet the difficulty, 
and, in accordance with what we believe is the general practice of the 
profession, we invariably object to allow the land certificate to remain in 
the possession of the borrower, as it seems to us that this would open the 
door to a possibility of fraud. Apart from this, in the case of the second 
charge, the mortgagee has no voice as to the custody of the land certifi- 
cate, and it appears to us in any event Ae is entitled to a proper charge 
certificate.—Yours faithfully, Syrerr & Sons. 

The Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., 26th February, 1908. 
Title No. 100871, 

Gentlemen,—I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of yesterday. 

I am sorry you do not approve of the new rule. The intention of the 
Act and rules was that the proprietor of the land should hold the land 
certificate, and I entirely fail to understand the allegation that such a 
practice would open the door to possibility of fraud. 

The profession having (as you say) adopted a practice contrary to the 
intention of the Act, it became a manifest absurdity to issue a certificate of 
charge containing the same particulars as a land certificate when both 
would be held by the same person. 

A second charge creditor 1s entitled to a full charge certificate on making 
a statement corresponding to that required on a tirst charge, altered to 
suit the circumstances. 

I should add that the creditors’ security is the register. The certificate is 
a mere incident of the registration.—I am, gentlemen, your obedient 
servant, C. F. Brickpatz, Registrar. 

Messrs, Syrett & Sons. 


45, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., 27th February, 1908. 

The Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

Title No. 100871. 

Dear Sir,—We are in receipt of your letter of yesterday’s date, and 
quite appreciate the fact as to the intention of the framers of the Act that 
tne proprietors of the land should hold the land certificate. We think, 
however, they must have overlooked the general practice, which, we 
believe, is universal amongst the profession, that all securities in connec- 
tion with the property mortgagea should be held by the mortgagee, In 
our opinion—and we may say it is confirmed by a great number of our 
confreres with whom we have discussed the matter—it is extremely 
unsatisfactory that the land certificate, which, after all, from the 
registry’s point of view, is the essential document of title and evidence 
of the state of the register, should be held by the mortgagor, and we 
certainly consider that it does in fact open the door to a possibility of 
fraud. We think you will appreciate that a document of such an official 
character as a land certificate might easily be used as a means of raising 
money from unsuspecting persons acting without the advice of a solicitor, 
which, as you are probably aware, is by no means an uncommon state of 
affairs. However, we quite realize the fact that to an extent we are in the 
hands of the registry, especially having regard to the recent rules which 
have been passed, but we do think that the creditor should hold some- 
thing more substantial in respect of his security than a mere office copy 
charge, such as that which is apparently now issued by the registry. 

Witn regard to the second charge creditor, in this particular case, if, as 
we understand, you are prepared to issue a full certificate on his 
making a statement that, as far as he is concerned, he does not claim to 
retuin che land certificate, we have no objection to making such a statement 
o2 his behalf, as, in any event, he could not claim to retain this as against 


the first mortgagee: We should be o 
prepare and send us the usual 
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which has been issued:~-Yours faithfully. Syrerr & Sons. 





Portrait of the Right Hon. David Lloyd-~ 
George, M.P. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal ani Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—I beg to hand a list of further subscri 8 to the above, 
received since my last letter of the 26th ult., which appeared in 
issue of Saturday last. Joun Gray HI. 
10, Water-street, Liverpool, March 4. 

LLOYD-GEORGE PORTRAIT. 
Sxconp Supsortrtion Last. 
Amount previously acknowledged ee eee) a 





£8, 4. Z£s & 

W. W. Rutherford, M.P.... 2 2 0 | Turner & Hadfield ow” « Fhe 
| tA yf abe... ie ag : H 4 a Was. « ww & ee 
i ummin wee ooo wen 220 

P. Wk 8 8 0 | FO. Hindle .. 110 
Lieut.-Col. O, A. Ford, V.D. . 11 0) Sim North, & Co. oe .- 230 
T. A. Bramsdon, MP... aw 1261264. 11 0 
Walter W. Wil - 11 0] F.@. Baxter... ... » hee Sie 
Joseph Addison - ow 2 2 0 | Master eos . 110 
Cutler A. Jones . 2 2 0 | Oppenheim & Son 220 
J. M. Quiggin & Son ‘ « 1 1 0 | Sir J. Melvill Beachcroft a oe 
T. 8. os one .» 6550) BE LL.D. " 110 
C.J. Parker...  ... 110/| BS een wee ee 
W. Sweetiand on 1 1 0/| B.8. Jackson eo. “ons 5S 
Rendall, M.P.... ww. 110) R. +00 ae 110 

E. L. Taylor ... =e oe 010 6 Ru Myers, & Co. ... 11a 
Wynn Evans ... ws wwe 1 1 0 | B.S. Jackson, M P. an «8 te 





The Deceased Wife’s Sister’s Marriage Act, 1907. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Section 2 of this Act appears to me to raise a doubtful 
question in cases where a man has successively married two sisters 
and has died intestate. 

For example, A. successively married B.,C.,and D. B.and OC, 
were sisters. There were no children of the marriage with B., there 
was one son of the with O., and there was one son of the 
marriage with D. Both sons were born before the passing of the Act. 
A. died after the passing of the Act a widower, intestate. Who is his 
heir-at-law ? 

At the passing of the Act D.’s son, as heir-at-law, had no vested 
“‘ right, title, estate, or interest.” Nemo est heres viventis. But he 
had a contingent ‘right, title, estate, or interest’ liable to be 
defeated by the ancestor making a will, Therefore, I should suppose 
D.’s son, and not C.’s son, is the heir. But with regard to 
property is the result analogous, and is D.’s son entitled as sole nett" 
at-kin, or are C.’s son and D.’s son equally entitled? D.’s son at the’ 
passing of the Act had aright to succeed to his father's personalty 
contingently upon his father dying intestate and not having other 
lawful children horn subsequeatly to the passing. Does section 2 
defeat this right and entitle C.’s son to share ? 

The last paragraph of the section is by implication against the 
right of D.’s son as regards both realty and personaity. 

Feb. 28. H. J. M. 





Socialism and the Legal Profession. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I will endeavour to comply with the wishes of “ H.,” as stated 
in the letter which appeared in your issue of the 29th ult. 

As to the state of our profession uader oe of Socialism, the 
profession, as it now exists, will probably gradually disappear. 

The state of individual solicitors will depend upon the value of 
their services to the community. 

If this language is not ‘‘exact and precise” enough for “H.,” 
or does not, in his opinion, fulfil the other requirements so 
laid down in his letter, I fear he must wait uutil the time, perhaps not 
far distant, when the reign of Socialism will begin. He will then be 
able to satisfy himself by personal experience as to these matters. 

Richmond, March 2. A SootaListic Soicrror, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


COWPER AND OTHERS v. MILBURN AND OTHERS. 27th Feb, 


Easement — Ancient Liouts— Onstruction — Nuisance — ALTERATION OF 
Dominant TeNEMENT—ABANDONMENT—INeQUIRY Aas TO DamaGes—FoRrM 
or Rererence—Prescnuirtion Act, 1832 (2 & 3 Wut. 4, c. 71). 


The plaintiffs in 1897 altered the front of their licensed premises, thereby sub- 
stantially diminishing the amount of light which the business rooms in the house 
Sormerly had. The old front was principally of g/ass and had been put in when 
the house was built some cighty years ago. In 1904 the plaintiff's brought an 
action claiming damages for interference with ancient lights caused by new 
buildings put up by the defendants. The defendants contended, inter alia, that 
but for the alterations in 1897 the new buildings could not have caused an action- 
able nuisance. Buckley, J., dismissed the action and refused an wnquiry. The 
Court of Appeal ordered an inquiry on the assumption that the plaintiffs had not 
abandoned any of the ancient lights they enjoyed prior to 1897, as they could, if 
they wished, restore the old front. On the report of the referee the appeal was 


Held, that the plaintiffs must be taken to have abandoned so much of their 
ancient lights as was lost by the alterations of 1894, but that a reference had been 
rightly directed as to damages by the Court of Appeal. 

Colls v. Home and Colonial Stores (Limited) (1904, 4. 0, 179) considered 
and followed. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs in an action tried before Buckley, J. The 

laintiffs, the owner and tenant of the Dean Inn, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, claimed damages for interference with ancient lights by reason of 
the erection by the defendants of new buildings on the opposite side of 
the = The appeal was argued last November and judgment was 
reserved. 


Lord Macnacurten, who read the considered judgment of the House, 
said: The action was commenced before the case of Colls v. Home and 
Colonial Stores (Limited) (1904, A. ©. 179) was decided in this House. 
If the Jaw had been what it was generally supposed to be before the decision 
in that case was pronounced, he had no doubt that the defendants would 
have been held liable in damages. But the trial was postponed to await 
the decision in Col/s’ case, which was given on the 2nd of May, 1904. The 
action came on for trial in June of that year and was dismissed with costs, 
the learned judge refusing an inquiry as todamages. The Court of Appeal 
affirmed this decision. The case came before this house under somewhat 
peculiar circumstances. The ion was built some eighty years ago, and the 
allegation of the plaintiffs was that the buildings which were about to be 
put up by the defendants would prejudicially affect their ancient lights, 
as the new premises were, roughly, twice as high as the old builaings 
which had been pulled down. In 1897, however, alterations 
were made in the front of the ground floor of the inn which was 
then principally glass, and by the new front, inter alia, the quantum of 
_ to the business rooms of the inn on the ground floor was 

ished. It was, however, maintained by the plaintiffs that they had 
not abandoned any of the ancient lights, and that they were entitled, if 
they pleased, to restore the former condition of things and re-assert their 
old rights. Buckley, J., held that they had abandoned so much of their 
ancient lights as had been done away with by the alterations of 1897. 
The action was, however, dismissed on a ground which he (Lord Mac- 
naghten) confessed was somewhat difficult to follow. Buckley, J., held that 
if the plaintiffs had maintained all their ancient lights in full when the 
front was altered in 1897 no actionable nuisance would have been caused 
by the defendants’ new buildings, and that the plaintiffs were themselves 
as much to blame for the existing state of things as the defendants. The 
Court 'of Appeal held that as the plaintiffs maintained they had not 
abandoned any part of their ancient light there should be a reference on 
that footing. Mr. Chadwyck Healey, K.C., was appointed referee, and in 
his report said: ‘‘ Assuming the plaintiffs’ ground-floor premises to be 
entitled to have the light which would have passed through the windows 
as they existed before the alterations of 1897, the defendants’ build- 
ings as erected have not obstructed such light as to deprive such 
ground-floor orgem as they existed before the alterations of 1897, 
of sufficient light for the beneficial use and occupation thereof for 
business purposes, having regard to the neighbourhood in which the 
plaintiffs’ house is situated. I have, therefore, not considered any 
question of damages.’’ On this report the Court of Appeal dismissed the 
appeal. Then came the appeal to this House. 1t was to be observed that 
both courts had approached the question from the same point of view. 
Both looked at the premises before the alteration of 1897. Both held, one 
directly and the other impliedly, that apart from those alterations the new 
were not a nuisance. As regarded the inquiry as to damages, it 
was enough to say that such an inquiry ought to be directed unless there 
were exceptional circumstances—and there were none in the present case — 
which might make that course inequitable. ‘The decision of the Court of 
Appeal on the report of the referee must therefore stand. 

Lord Lorzsurn, C., moved that the appeal should be dismissed, 

Lords Ronertson, Arxrnson, and Coiirns concurred. Appeal dismissed 
with costs.—Counset, Sir Robert Finlay, K.O., and F. H. Maughan; 
We ton, K.C., Buckmaster, K.C., and Moberley Bell, Soxtcrrors, 
Rawle, Johnstone, ¢ Co., for Cooper ¢ Goodger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; Ince, 
Colt, $ Ince, for Ingledew § Fenwick, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

[Reported by Exsxixx Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Court of Appeal. 


Re MARCHANT. Ex parte FRAREY. No.1. 27th Feb. 


Practice — AppgaL — *‘ Practice anp Procepune’?— UNDERTAKING BY 
-Sotrcrror Nor in Acrion—Oartcrnatinc Summons to Enrorce— 

Jupicature Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 16), 8. 1, suB-sECTION 4, 

An application by originating summons to enforce an undertaking to pay money 
given by a solicitor not in an action is not a matter of ‘‘ practice and procedure”’ 
within section 1, sub-section 4, of the Judicature Act, 1894, and an appeal from 
the judge in chambzrs does no! lie direct to the Court of Appeal. 


Application for a stay of execution pending an appeal from chambers. 
It appeared that Robert Frarey took out an originating summons at 
chambers for an order that ‘‘ Arthur Marchant ’’—a solicitor—‘‘do pay 
within four days to the said Robert Frarey or to Messrs. Newtoa, Lewin, 
& Levett, his solicitors, the sum of £101 183. under and in pursuance of a 
written undertaking, dated the 4th of July, 1906, given by the said 
Arthur Marchant to the said Robert Frarey.”” ‘The undertaking in 
question was not given by the solicitor in any gction, but in the course of 
a correspondence an undertaking was given to hold Frarey indemnified 
against any action which might be taken against him. The solicitor 
alleged that the undertaking did not apply to the action in which the 
above-named sum became payable. Jelf, J., at chambers, made an order 
for payment. The solicitor appealed to the Court of Appeal, and applied 
for a stay of execution pending the appeal. The preliminary objection 
was taken on behalf of the respondent that this was not a *‘ matter of 
practice and procedure ”’ within section 1, sub-section 4, of the Judicature 
Act, ng and that therefore the appeal did not lie direct to the Oourt of 
Appeal. 

Mine Covrr (VavaHan Witiiams and Farwe tt, L.JJ.) allowed the 
objection. 

Vaucuan WiuttMs, L.J., said that this was not a matter of prac‘ice 
and procedure within section 1, sub-section 4, of the Judicature Act, 1894. 
Generally speaking, a matter of practice and procedure arose in the course 
of an action. He was, however, far from saying that there could not bea 
matter of practice and procedure other than that arising in an action. 
Here the decision upon the originating summons would be final, putting 
anend to all questions between the parties. In Watson v. Petts (47 W. R 
68; 1899, 1 Q. B. 54) it was held that an application for a writ of 
prohibition to a county court was not a matter of practice and procedure, 
and the ground of the decision was that the practice and procedure 
mentioned in the section covered matters of practice and procedure in 
connection with a cause or matter in the High Court. In Long v. Great 
Northern and City Railway Co. (50 W. R. 402; 1902, 1 K. B. 813) it was 
again stated that ‘‘when the application was made to the judge in 
chambers there was no cause or matter in the High Court to which it could 
relate.’’ The objection was therefore a good one. 

Farwe tt, L.J., concurred. The undertaking was not given in an action, 
but it was an independent undertaking, anda summary remedy applicable 
to solicitors was open to the applicant. If the undertaking had been given 
by a person who was not a solicitor an action must have been brought upon 
the undertaking. The summary proceeding in the present case 
carried with it the same effect as an action in the other case.—CovnsgL, 
W. Addingtm Willis; Ralph Bankes. Soxrtctrors, Newlon, Lewin, § 
Levett ; Dyson, Smith, § Marchant. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


EDWARDS v. MALLAN. No. 1. 27th Feb. 


Practice—Remitrine Action —‘‘ Action or Tort ’’—Cousty Covars Acr, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), s. 66. 


A statement of claim alleged that the plaintiff was suffering from toothache, 
and employed the defendant, for reward as a dentis!, to extract the tooth by his 
painless process, and the defendant, or his operator, extracted the tooth so unskil- 
fully that broken portions thereof were left in the jaw, whereby iliness, pain, and 
suffering were caused to the plaintiff. 

Held, that this was an “‘ action of tort’ within the meaning of section 66 of 
the County Courts Act, 1888, and could be remitted to the county court under 
that section. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of Jelf, J., at chambers. The 
statement of claim alleged that the piaintiff was suffering from toothache, 
and employed the defendant for reward as a surg2on dentist to have the 
tooth extracted by his ‘* painless process,’’ and the defendant, or his operator, 
or other representative agent, extracted the tooth so unskilfully that 
broken portions thereof were left in the jaw, whereby illness, pain, and 
suffering were caused to the plaintiff; and the plaintiff claimed damages. 
The master made an order, upon the defendant's application, eee the 
action to the county court under section 66 of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
unless the plaintiff gave security for costs, and Jelf, J., affirmed this order. 
The plaintiff appealed, and contended that the action was not framed as 
an action of tort, but as an action for breach of contract, and that there- 
fore section 66 of the Act did not apply. 

yi a Cover (Vavcaan Wiuiams and Farwe., L.JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal. 

a pole Wuu1aMs, L.J., said that for the purpose of section 66 the judge 
had to ask himself whether in substance the action was an action of tort or 
of contract. Section 66 applied before the action was tried, and therefore 
they had to look at the statement of claim to see what the nature of the 
action was. Section 116 applied after the action had been 
and the court could then look, not only at the pleadings, but 





also at the way in which the action was actually conducted. 
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In the statement of claim here down to the w “painless process ”’ 
there was an allegation of a special contract to extract the tooth by 
a painless process, and it was quite possible that the plaintiff might 
have gone on to complain of a breach of that term of the contract. But, 
reading on, it was clear that the statement of claim made no such com- 
plaint. He (the Lord Justice) thought that the words ‘‘ painless process.” 
as used here, meant painless extraction, and did not refer to the after 
consequences of extraction. It was, however, sufficient to say that no 
breaci of the contract to use a painless process was relied upon. It was 
right to treat the statement of claim as alleging that the defendant so 
unskilfully performed his duties as a dentist that broken portions of the 
tooth were left in the jaw, and caused illness, pain, and suffering. If 
there was a contract, express or implied, which simply created the 
relationship of dentist and patient, and if an action was brought for 
breach of the duty arising out of that relationship, inasmuch as the action 
would not depend upon any special stipulation in the contract save in so 
far as it created the relationsnip of dentist and patient, the action would 
properly be treated as an action of tort. 

Farweit, L.J., agreed.—Counsrt, R. V. Wynne; E. A. Harney. 
Soricrtors, Mullens, Bosanguet, § Howard ; Joseph Davis. 

| Reported by W. F. Baxny, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


MILBURN v. NEWION COLLIERY (LIM.). Warrington, J. 28th Feb. 
Practice—Breacn or UNDERTAKING—Enrorcine UNDERTAKING — CoxroRa- 
TioN—Sequestration—R. 8. C. XLLL. 31. 

Ord. 42, r. 31, of the Rules of the Suoreme Court is not intended to alter the 
practice of the court as it existed before the promulgation of the rules, and there- 
fore an undertaking is equivalent to an order fur the purposes of that rule, and 
can be enforced against a corporation by sequestration, 


Motion. The Newton Oolliery (Limited) are the owners of a coal mine 
situate in Northumberland, near the river Hazon Burn. The mine had 
previously lain idle for some length of time, and water had accu muiated in 
the mine. This water was required to be removed before operations could 
be resumed, and accordingly the colliery company commenced to pump 
up the water and discharge it into the Hazon Burn. This water was 
heavily charged with iron oxide and other mineral matter, and injured 
the fishing of the plaintiffs in the River Coquet, into which the Hazon Burn 
discharges. The plaintiffs, the executors and trustees of the will of the 
late Sir John Davison Milburn, Bart., accordingly commenced an action 
claiming a declaration that the defendants are not entitled to discharge or 
suffer to pass into the Coquet river, or into the Hazon Burn, respectively 
situate in the county of Northumberland, or into any other tributary of 
the said Coquet river any foul or discoloured water, so as to prejudice or 
injuriously affect the plaintiffs in their enjoyment of their right of fishing 
in the said Coquet river, and aninjunction. On the 15th of November, 
1907, the plaintiffs moved for an injunction against the defendants, 
and on the hearing the defendants undertook ‘to pump all 
standage water (being water in the dip of the colliery preventing 
the working of coal therein) out of the colliery by the Ist of 
March, 1908, and to so treat such water that when same 
eaters the plaintiffs’ water such water shall ba free from pollution s» as 
not to be injurious to fish life.’’ The defendants subsequent to this 
undertaking allowed the water, containing poisonous minera: substances, 
to be discharged into the Hazon Burn, thereby committing a breach of the 
undertaking. The plaintiffs now moved for leave ‘‘ to sue out a writ of 
sequestration directed to commissioners to be therein named to sequester 
the goods, chattels, and personal estate and the rents, issues, and profits 
of the real estate of the defendants for the contempt of this court com- 
mitted by the said defendants in that they have broken the undertaking 
on their part contained in an order made in this action on the 15th day of 
November, 1907.’’ The defendants for their defence relied on their 
evidence, and also took the objection that R. 8. C., ord. 42, r. 31, does 
not apply to a breach of an undertaking, and relied on the case of 
Attorney-General v. S. Wheatley & Co. (116 L. T. Jo. 153) 

Waraincton, J.—This is an application by the plaintiffs against the 
defendants for leave to sue out a writ of sequestration by reason of their 
contempt for breaking an undertaking given by them and contained in the 
order dated the 15th of November, 1907. [His lordship then read the 
order and shortly stated the facts, and continued:] Now several objec- 
tions have been taken by the defendants to the application. The tirst 
which I must mention, although it was not pressed strongly, was to the 
jurisdiction of the court to give leave to issue a writ of sequestration for a 
breach of an undertaking. Now, ord. 42,r. 31, of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court provides, ‘Any judgment or order against a corporation wilfully 
disobeyed may, by leave of the court or a judge, be enforced by seques- 
tration against the corporate property, or by attachment against the 
directors or other officers thereof, or by writ of sequestration against their 
property.’’ Now, I do not think that this rule was intended to alter the 
practice of the court as it existed before these rules were promulgated. 
The practice of the Court of Chancery was not to treat an undertaking as 
distinct from an injunction with regard to a breach, and for the purpose 
of enforcing an undertaking that undertaking is equivalent to an order— 
that is to say, an undertaking, if broken, would involve the same conse- 
quences on the persons breaking that undertaking as would their 
disobedience to an order for an injunction. This is shewn in the case of 
London and Birmingham Railway Co..v. Grand Junction Canal Co. (1 Ry. 
& Can. Oas. 224), where the Master of the Rolls says at p. 
241, “The plaintiffs propose there shall be this undertaking 
‘on their part not to do certain things which gives to the 





————— 
canal company the benefit of an injunction—an watertaking 
equivalent to an injunction, and, if violated, may be the subject 4 
application to this court. The effect will be that the railway com 
are restrained by the undertaking from doing what the Act prohibits, 
the canal company are restrained by the injunction from interfering with 
the railway company in doing that which, according to the construction 
of the Act, I think they have a right to do."’ Now, it seems to me on 
that, that an undertaking ought to be treated as equivalent to an opder, 
and R. 8. O., ord. 42, r. 31, must be read with that view. His lordship 
then dealt with the other objections and the evidence, and came to the 
conclusion that the defendants had committed a breach, and granted the 
plaintiffs’ application with costs.—Counset, H. Terrell, K.O., and Scott 
Thompson ; Tyldesley Jones, Soxrcrrors, Williamson, Hill, ¢ Co., for ie 
dew § Fenwick, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; Woodcick, Ryland, ¢ Parker, for s 
Perey § Son, Wooler, Northumberland. 

[Reported by Leoxaxp T. Forp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
YANGTSZE INSURANCE ASSOCIATION (LIM.) v. INDEMNITY MUTUAL 
MARINE ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.). Bigham, J. 28th Feb. 


[nsuRANcE — Martine — Warranty — *‘ No ConTt@jaBanp or War ”— 
Beiuicerent Orricers on Nevurrat Verssen—Conrrasanp Goops — 
ConrrRanaNnpD Persons—Liasi.ity or Rermnsurers. 


The presence of belligerent officers on board a neutral vessel, which is by reason 
thereof captured and condemned by a Prize Court, does not amount to a breach of 
the warranty contained in a policy of reinsurance on the vessel, *‘ warranted no 
contraband of war.’’ ‘* Contraband of war”’ refers to goods, and not to persons. 


Action brought on a marine pee of reinsurance effected by the 
plaintiffs with the defendants, which contained a warranty, ‘‘ no contraband 
of war.’’ ‘The question to be determined was whether the defendants had 
proved a breach of the warranty so as to relieve them from liability. The 
facts were shortly as follows: The plaintiffs underwrote a policy for 
£18,000 on the steamer Nigretia at aud from Shanghai to Viadivostok, 
while there for not exceeding twelve days whilst discharging the cargo, 
and thencs to ons portin Chinain ballast. The policy contained a warranty 
not to carry cargo other than kerosene oil and the insurance was to cover 
the risk of capture. This policy was made in Shanghai. The plaintiffs 
were anxious to reinsure part of the risk, and accordingly, on the 28th 
of October, 1904, they telegraphed from Shanghai to their London offica 
to reinsure £15,000, including war risk, warranted no contraband of war. 
The London office succeeded in getting a slip initialled by different under- 
writers, including vhe defendant company; but as there was an 
uncertainty as to the meaning of the warranty “no contraband of war,” 
which affected the question of premium, ths London office telegraphed 
to the Shanghai office on the 29th of October as follows: ‘‘ Stea 

Nigretia. Reinsurance has been effected as required. There is some 
doubt as to the meaning of ‘ warranted no contraband of war.’ It is 
understood that cargo oil, kerosene, only, you guaranteeing not contra- 
band. It is of utmost importance; or otherwise 30 guineas per cent.” 
The meaning of this telegram was that the underwriters were uncertain 
whether the Japanese courts might not regard kerosene as contraband, 
and they required the pisintiff company to guarantee that it was not con- 
traband, intimating that in the absence of such a guarantee the premium 
would be 30 guineas per cont. This telegram was answe' by the 
Shanghai office on the 3lst of October as follows: ‘Steamship Nigretia. 
Cargo oil, kerosene only. We will guarantee that Consul for Japan has 
to-day written British Consul that kerosene not regarded contraband 
by Japanese Government if shipped anywhere. Cannot give further 
guarantee. Sceamer clears Viadivostok, Are you satisfied?’’ This 
telegram was shewn by the London office to the different underwriters 
and was accepted as satisfactory. The slip which up to this point had 
contained in this connection only the words ‘‘ warranted no contra- 
band’’ was then amended by adding to those words the further words, 
‘‘on basis as per cable dated the 3lst of October, 1904,’’ and the 
signatories to the slip initialled the telegram so as to identify it. The 
defendant company uaderwrote £2,000. The mium was at 
15 guineas per cent. Subsequently—namely, on the 13th of December, 
1904—the defendants issued their formal policy on which the present 
action is brought. The policy, following the terms of the slip, contains 
the following provision: ‘‘ Warranted no contraband of war on basis of 
cable dated the 3lst of October, 1904, copy of which attached hereto,”’ 
and pinned to the policy is a typed copy of the telegram. The policy 
further provides as follows: ‘‘ Being « reinsurance of the Yangtsze 
Insurance Association (Limited), subject to the same clauses and con- 
ditions as in the original poe and to pay as my be paid thereon (but 
warranted free from particular average) and all clauses as io the original 
policy, including war risk.” At this time a state of war existed between 
Russia and Japan, and on the 19th of December, 1904, while on the 
insured voyage to Viadivostok, The Nigretia was captured by a Japanese 
cruiser and taken to the me of Sasebo in Japan, where she was con- 
demned by the J ese ¢ Court. The circumstances under which 
she was condemn peated from the judgmeat of the Prize Court. 


m 
That judgment found thag on the 19th of December, 1904, two Russian 
naval officers, who had assumed German names, were received on board 


The Nigretia at Shanghai as passengers to Vladivostok. There was no proot 
that the captain or owners of the vessel 


Russian officers, but, on the other hand, the court found that was 
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proof that they were ignorant of the fact, and the court held that the ship 
** must be confiscated as the vessel was actually engaged in transporting 
contraband persons.’’ The plaintiffs paid or compounded on the original 
policy as for a total loss, and her now broughttheir action on the reinsurance 
policy to be indemnified by the defendants. Counsel for the plaintiffs 
contended that the plaintiffs had properly paid under the policy, as there 
had been a capture. As to the policy of reinsurance there was no breach 
of the warranty, contraband of war referring to goods and not to persons. 
Counsel for the defendants contended that contraband of war included, 
in addition to goods, persons—for instance, officers, spies, messengers with 
despatches, &c., and that therefore the presence of the Russian officers on 
board the neutral vessel amounted to contraband of war and to a breach of 
the warranty. Ifthe warranty was to be read as referring to goods only 
it gave no protection to the defendants. There was a breach of the 
warranty, and the defendants, therefore, were not liable to indemnify the 
plaintiffs. Cur. adv. vult. 

Bicuam, J.—The question resolves itself into this—Are contraband 
persons contraband of war within the meaning of the warranty? I am of 
opinion that they are not. Contraband of war is an expression which, in 
ordinary e, is used to describe certain classes of material and does 
not cover human beings. Many text writers on international law have no 
doubt used the expression ‘‘ contraband persons,”’ but I think I am right 
in saying that such words are not to be found in any English case, and 
certainly not in such connection as to shew that they describe a class of 
contraband of war. The most recent text writers treat persons as outside 
any accepted definition of contraband. The transport of ‘‘ contraband 
persons’’ may no doubt in some cases involve the same consequences to 
the ship as the carriage of contraband, but so may other acts on the part 
of the ship, as, for instance, transmitting information to the enemy. It 
would, in my opinion, be wrong to say that, because the same result will 
follow in the one case as in the other, therefore the two cases are identical 
and may be covered by one definition. The Japanese court carefully 
avoided describing these officers as ‘‘ contraband of war,’’ and used the 
somewhat novel, but for their purpose sufficient, expression ‘‘ contraband 

ns.’ The view which I take of this matter is well expressed 
in the fifth edition of the late Mr. Hall’s treatise on International Law, 
at p. 673, where he says: ‘‘ With the transport of contraband mer- 
chandize is usually classed analogically that of despatches bearing on the 
conduct of the war, and of persons in the service of a belligerent. It 
is, however, more correct and not less convenient to place adventures of 
this kind under a distinct head, the analogy which they possess to the 
of articles contraband of war being always remote. ‘They differ 
from it in some cases by involving an intimacy of connection with the 
belligerent which cannot be inferred from the mere transport of contra- 
band of war, and in others by implying a purely accidental and almost 
involuntary association with him. They are invariably something dis- 
tinctly more or something distinctly less than the transport of contraband 
amounts to. When they are of the former character they may be under- 
taken for profit alone, but they are not in the way of mere trade. The 
neutral individual is not only taking his goods for sale to the best 
market, irrespectively of the effect which their sale to a particular 
customer may have on the issue of the war, but he makes a specific 
ain to carry despatches or persons in the service of the belligerent 
for belligerent purposes; he thus personally enters the service of the 
belligerent, he contracts as a servant to perform acts intended to 
affect the issue of the war, and he makes himself in effect the enemy 
of the other belligerent. In doing so he does not compromise the 
neutrality of his own Sovereign, because the non-neutral acts are either 
as a matter of fact done beyond the territorial jurisdiction of the latter, 
or, if initiated within it, as sometimes is the case in carrying despatches, 
they are of too secret a nature to be, as a general rule, known or pre- 
vented. Hence the belligerent is allowed to protect himself by means 
analogous to those which he uses in the suppression of contraband trade. 
He stops the trade by force, and inflicts a penalty on the neutral indi- 
vidual. The real analogy between carriage of contraband and acts of the 
kind in question lies not in the nature of the acts, but in the nature of the 
remedy applicable in respect of them. When the acts done are of the 
second kind, the belligerent has no right to look upon them as being 
otherwise than innocent in intention. .. . When, again, a neutral, in the 
way of his ordinary business, holds himself out as a common carrier, will- 
ing to transport everybody who may come to him for a certain sum of 
money from one specified place to another, he cannot be supposed to 
identify himself specially with belligerent persons in the service of 
the State who take passage with him.”’ A little further on, at p. 
682, when examining the terms of the despatches which passed between 
Great Britain and the United States of America in connection with 
the Zrent case, Mr. Hall points out that, whereas Admiralty Courts have 
power to try claims to contraband goods, they have no power to try claims 
concerning contraband persons, and he adds: ‘‘To say that Admiralty 
Courts have no means of rendering a judgment in favour of or against 
ms alleged to be contraband, or of determining what disposition is to 
be made of them, is to say that persons have not been treated as contra- 
band. If they are contraband the courts must have power to deal with 
them.”’ I that my interpretation makes it difficult to say to what 
the warranty would apply, having regard to the fact that the policy 
already contained a warranty that the cargo should consist of kerosene 
only : but this difficulty ought not, in my opinion, to induce me to depart 
from what I am satisfied is the plain meaning of the words, and the sense 
in which they are always understood among underwriters and merchants. 
There must be judgment for the plaintiffs.—CovnseL, Scrutton, K.O., and 
Leck; J. A. Hamilton, K.C., and Maurice Hill, So1icrrons, Waltons, 
Johnaon, Bubb, § Whatton ; Thomas Cooper § Co, 


[Reported by Tazvos Tuntox, Barrister-at«Law,] 





In the Goods of B, BATHO (DECEASED). BATHO AND ANOTHER », 
CROSS AND OTHERS. Gorell Barnes, P. 2nd March. 


Pronate — Witt — British Sunsecr —Scors Law—Wuus Act, 1837 
(1 Vicr. c. 26)—Lorp Kinaspown’s Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 114), 

Where a domiciled Englishwoman, while temporarily residing in Scotland, 
executed @ valid will in Scots form, probate of it was granted in England. 

Probate action arising out of the testamentary dispositions of Mrs, 
Rachel Batho, who diea on the lst of January, 1907. The plaintiffs were 
the executors and claimed according to the tenor of the last will dated the 
28th of June, 1906. The defendants—relatives who would benefit in the 
event of an intestacy—contended that the will was not duly executed m 
accordance with English law. In reply the plaintiffs pleaded that (1) the 
will was contained in two testamentary documents which were respectively 
dated the 28th of June, 1906; (2) the deceased was a British subject 
domiciled in England ; and (3) the testamentary documents were holograph 
and had been signed by the deceased and made by her in Scotland with 
the intention that they should take effect as her will and testamentary act, 
and as such were valid according to the law of Scotland. It ap 
that on the 22nd of June, 1906, the testatrix, a widow, left London on 
a vicit to a niece at Luss, Loch Lomond, Scotland. She was accompanied 
on her visit by another niece. The testatrix returned to London on the 
28th of June. ‘Ihe two papers propounded as her will were found among 
her papers after death. ‘I'he first document, which was holograph, was 
headed ‘‘In case of my death and not having made a proper will.” 
It commenced, ‘‘I, Kachel Batho, now write a few instructions 
as to the disposal of my property. . . .” A number 
of specific legacies to various relatives followed, and then at the 
end was signed ‘‘ Rachel Batho, 28th of June, 1906.’ The second 
document was in the form of a letter written by Mrs. Batho to her 
solicitor from Luss, and was dated 28th of June, 1906. She related 
how she had been on a holiday in Scotland, and that she was returning to 
London that evening. In tne case of any accident (presumably on her 
return journey) happening to her, the testatrix said she desired to give 
certain instructions as to the disposal of certain property, which she then 
proceeded to do. Evidence was given in support of the plaintiffs’ con- 
tention that, according to Scots law, such signed holograph documents 
** formed a probative and valid last will and testament,’’ By section 40 of 
the Conveyancing and Land Transter Act (Scotland), 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. 
c. 94), “‘ Every hulograph writing of a testamentary character shall, in the 
absence of evidence to the contrary, be deemed to have been executed or 
made of the date it bears.”” The defendants suggested that the first 
document had been written after the return of the testatrix to London, 
and therefore was not a valid will according to the Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), 
1837, as the document had been unattested. As to the second document, 
it could not be regarded as anything more than a form of ‘‘ instructions.” 
Evideuce of the two nieces was to the effect that the testatrix had never 
been left alone while in Scotland, and with the exception of the second 
document had done no other writing During the argument Lord Kings 
down’s Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. 114), Munro v. Coutts (1 Dow. 437), 
Hamilion v. White (Cases in the Court of Session, vol. 9, p. 53), Spiers v. 
Home-Spiers (Cases in the Court of Session, vol. 6, p. 1359), and 
Maciaren’s Wills and Successions, p. 277, were referred to. 

Gore.. Barngs, P., in the course of his judgment, said that he was of 
opinion that the first document had been signed by the testatrix in Scot- 
land, and therefore it was immaterial to consider whether or not the 
whole of the document had been written in that country. Ifit was a good 
and valid will according to Scots law, the testatrix being a British 
subject, then Lord Kingsdown’s Act applied. From the internal evidence 
of the documents he had come to the conclusion that the documents were 
testamentary, and that in the circumstances they amounted to a will, and 
would as sucn beadmitted to probate. Costs of all parties would come 
out of the estate. 

GorE.t Barnes, P., refused to make a declaration that the plaintiffs 
were executors accordiug to the tenor, that matter being one for the 
Registry. — Counset, Le Bas; Willock. Soxtcironrs, Meadmore § Co,j 
Oliver, Richards, § Parker, for H. G. R. Aldridge, Soutnampton. 

| Reported by Diapy Corss-Pasepy, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Railway, &c., Commission. 


Re GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY CO, AND GREAT CENTRAL 
RAILWAY CO. 26th and 27th Feb.; 2nd March, 


Rartway— Poot ’’—Workine AGREEMENT OR AMALGAMATION—OBJECTION 
By Orner Rattways—Pretiminary OnsecTion THAT THE ScHeme Was 
ULTRA vViRES—NECESSARY SANCTION or Ratmway Commissioners —CosTs 
or OBJECTORS. 

The Great Northern and the Great Central Railways entered into an 

in 1907 to ‘‘ pool’’ their interests. The agreement was for 999 years. The 

Midland Railway Co. and twenty-six other parties objected, on the ground, inter 

alia, that the agreement was not a mere working agreement, but was in fact an 

amalgamation of the two companies, and that as an Act of Parliament vould alone 
sanction an amalgamation, the Railway Commissioners had no jurisdiction to 
approve the agreement, which on various other grounds they submitted was ultra 

Viress 
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Held, that the agreement was a working agreement and not an amalgamation, 
but that it was for a period which was not authorized by the Great Northern and 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lineoin Act of 1858, and was in reference to matters 
which were not in contemplation when that Act was passed. It was therefore 
ultra vires, and the objections to it must be upheld, 


Application by the Great Northern Railway and the Great Central Railway 
for the approval by the Railway Commissioners of an agreement entered 
into in 1907, which agreement would not be valid unless approved by the 
railway commissioners to whom the powers of the Board of Trade had been 
transferred. During the opening of the case an objection was raised by 
the Midland Railway Co. on behalf of themselves and twenty-six 
other objectors, who alleged that the proposed agreement being in all but 
technicalities an ‘‘ amalgamation’’ for 999 years of the interests of the two 
companies, it was u/trd vires, and therefore the court could not sanction or 
approve the agreement. This preliminary objection having been argued, 

Tue Court reserved judgment, 

A. T. Lawrxnce, J., in deciding against the agreement, said the 
agreement in question was entered into under what purported to be the 
powers granted the Great Northern Railway by the Great Northern and 
the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln Act of 1858. A number of 
objections had been taken upon the agreement, as to its being ultra vires. 
In 1858 the Great Northern went north and south from London to 
Doncaster, and there were branches to the east and west. The other 
company had its powers over its own system, and the agreement in question 
was come to between the two companies in 1904. In 1893 an Act was 
passed providing for the extension of the Great Central Railway. This 
entirely changed the relation of the two companies as defined by a working 
agreement entered into in 1860, which was scheduled to the Act of 1893. 
The Act of 1893 did not mention the Act of 1858 and nowhere extended 
its provisions to the Act of the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln Railway, 
which subsequently became the Great Central Railway, and which now 
joined the Great Northern in the present application. The position taken 
up by the Midland Railway, the principal objectors to the agreement, was 
that there was an amalgamation, and that two companies could not enter 
into an amalgamation except under powers given them by an Act of 
Parliament, because an amalgamation might injure the interest of other 
railways. ‘Those other interests could be put forward when the Bill was 
under discussion and they could be heard. But by this agreement their 
interests would be injured, and they were debarred from offering evidence 
against it, as they could when a Bill was in committee. The objectors 
said, first, this agreement was in fact an amalgamation of the two 
companies, and that an amalgamation was not allowed by the Act of 
Parliament under which the agreement was purported to be made. 
Alternatively, if not an amalgamation, it was a fusion, and that was 
equally unauthorized. He was not inclined to agree with this, as he did 
not think the agreement went so far. Therefore that ground of objection 
failed. The next point raised was that the limit of fifty years in which 
agreements were authorized to be made under the Act of 1858 applied not 
merely to any agreement entered into, but also to the period of perform- 
ance. In his opinion this contention was sound, because the Act of 1858 
expired in July, 1908. Theagreement was for 999 years from 1907, and was 
on that ground, in his opinion, ultra vires. The agreement of 1860, moreover, 
contained revision clauses, but the present agreement would not have 
to be reviewed and sanctioned every ten years, because the Act—the 
Act of 1858—would no longer be then in force. This shewed that the 
agreement was one not of the character which the Act of 1858 
contemplated could be entered into, and one for which statutory 
power to enter into was given, Another objection was that there 
was no statutory obligation for the application under section 117 of 
the Act of 1893, This section was concerned with rates and tolls and 
charges taken upon the new railway, in which the words ‘‘ shall be deemed 

properties of the companies ’’ were called attention to. In his opinion it 
was impossible to think that section 117 applied to the powers of the Act of 
1858. It remained for him to say whether the Act of 1858 extended to the 
later one. The word ‘‘ undertakings ’’ was so large that it was difficult to 
construe it. The Act gave power to contract, and, inter alia and primd 
facie, he thought that that power was intended to be restricted to the then 
existing undertaking. The Legislature must have meant that the power 
was in reference to the working of the then specified railways under 
certain specified proposals with a view of economy. He thought the 
word ‘‘ undertaking,’’ as used in the Act of 1858, had no applicatioa to the 
Act of 1893, and he further agreed with the contention put forward by the 
Midland Railway Co. that the scope of the railway’s undertaking has so 
increased, especially in reference to the argument addressed to the court 
in connection with the Grimsby Docks, as to be no longer applicable. 
Under these circumstances there would be judgment for the respondents. 

The other members of the Court (The Hon, A. E. Garnorna-Hanrpy and 
Sir James Woopnovse) concurred. 

Later in the day an application was made to the Court of Appeal 
(Cozens-Harpy, M.R,, and Moviron and Bucxtey, L.JJ.) to expedite the 
hearing of an appeal. Counsel in support of the application said anyone 
could object before the commissioners, as there was no question of costs ; 
but on appeal tlie court could order that a successful opjector should be 
paid his costs in that cougt. There were twenty-seven different objectors 
to the application before the Commission Court, nearly all of whom were 
represented by counsel. The Midland Railway Co. was the principal 
objector, and he hoped that the court would intimate that the Midland 

Railway Co. should appear on behalf of all the objectors in order to save 

expense. There was no appeal from the decision of the Court of Appeal. 

Tue Covur said they would hear counsel for the Midland Railway Uo. and 
the officers of the Crown only, and fixed the 9th inst. for theh g of the 


and P. Abraham ; Sir Robert Finlay, K.O., Oripps, K.C., Upjohn, K.0., 
Macassey; Sir W. 8. Robson, A.G., and Rowlatt. Serenthons, B. Hilder ; 
Dizon H. Davis; Beale § Co.; C. de J. Parmiter ; Soleitor to the 


Trade. 
[Reported by Exnsxixe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Societies. 


The Incorporated Society of Provincial Notaries 
Public of England and Wales. 


The first annual meeting of this a since its incorporation was held 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, London, on Friday, 28th ult., Col. Jackson, of 
Hull, V.D., presiding. Amongst those present were Messrs. A. M. 
Ingledew (Cardiff), J. W. McOraith rea’ Menk W. Coxwell 
(Southampton, treasurer), A. Paris (Southampton), Major Pink (Ports- 
mouth), J. E. Jones (Gloucester), and the secretary, Mr. Atkinson (Selby). 
Mr. Ingledew was age president, Messrs. McCraith and Major 
Pink vice-presidents; Mr. Atkinson and Mr. Ooxwell were respectively 
re-elected secretary and treasurer. 
The council consists of Messrs. E. Boutflower (Manchester), A. O. Brown 
(Deal), H. Chamberlin (Great Yarmouth), E. V. Crooks (Liverpool), R. H. 
Dawson (Hull), W. L. Fox (Falmouth), G. W. Fox (Manchester), Sir John 
Gray Hill (Liverpool), H. J. Jeffery (Bradford), J. H. Jones (Gloucester), 
Geo. Layton (Liverpool), P. E. Mather (Newcastle-on-Tyne), 0. B. 
Margetts (Huntingdon), A. Paris (Southampton), H. ©. Pinsent 
(Birmingham), G. E. Webster (Sheffield), H. Wolferstan (Plymouth), and 
R. L. G. Vassall (Bristol). 
The auditors, Messrs. A. Damant (Cowes) and T. H. F. Lapthorn 
(Portsmouth), were re-elected. 
Hearty votes of thanks were passed (especially for the retiring president) 
and to the officers and auditors for their services. 
The following is the report of the council : 
It affords the council much pleasure to present their first report as an 
incorporated society. Ata meeting held on the 31st of May, 1907, the old 
society was declared dissolved, and the outstanding assets were trans- 
ferred to the present one. Hearty votes of thanks were accorded to the 
officers for their past services. On the 30th of July, pursuant to the 
articles of association, a meeting was held at the Hotel Metropole, London, 
to appoint two auditors, when Messrs. A. Damant (Cowes) and T. H. F. 
Laptnorn (Portsmouth) were unanimously appointed. ,;The same even 
a dinner was held to celebrate the incorporation, Ool. Jackson pres 
Amongst the guests were the Master of the Faculties and his Registrar, the 
president and secretary of the London Notaries Society, the President 
of the Law Society, and the Master of the Scriveners Company, 
London, when occasion was taken to present the secretary with 
a very handsome testimonial for his twenty-five years’ services. 
The council have to announce with very deep t the death of 
two valued members of the council, viz. Sir E. W. Knocker, C.B., ths 
Town Clerk of Dover, who had long been a member and took an active 
interest especially in the early days of the old society, the other, Mr. C. E. 
Stevens, of Liverpool,ia member of the Council of the Law Society, and 
who was of material help in the matterof our incorporation. In conse- 
quence of the incorporation, the council are glad to say the oes now 
the recognized authority for matters affecting provincial notaries, in which 
capacity they have now the painful duty ot taking steps to remove two 
notaries from the roll for misconduct. They are glad to report a steady 
increase of members. The balance to the credit of the society after 
paying all outstanding liabilities as on the 3lst of December, 1907, is 
£784 16s. 8d. 





The Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society. 


The thirty-third annual general meeting of the Sheffield District 
Incorporated Law Society was held at the Rooms, Hoole’s-chambers 
Bank: street, Sheffield, on Wednesday, the 26th of February, 1908, at 
3.30 p.m. Present: Messrs, J. OC. Auty, E, G. w. J. Newton 
Coombe, M. H. Craven, J. H. Davidson, W. E. Dyson, A. 8. Fawcett, 
A. Howe, H. W. Jackson, W. Hiller, J. B. Kesteven, A. E. Ludlam, 
A. E. Maxfield, S. J. Newsom, W. Irons, C. Padley, D. H. Porrett, H. 
Reed, A. B. Richardson, P, B. Richardson, H. E. Sandford, T. A. Skinner, 
W. F. Smith, W. H. Stacey, R. Styring, G. A. Wilson, W. B. Willis 
(Rotherham), J. E. Wing, E. Wilson, and £. Bramley (hon. sec.). 

The notice convening the meeting, and the , a8 printed and 
circulated, having been taken as read, it was resolved : 

(1) That the report presented by the committee be received, confirmed, 
and adopted. * 

(2) That the accounts of Mr. Arthur Wightman, the treasurer for the 
past year, as audited by the society’s professional auditor, be a 
and passed, and that the thanks of the society be given to him for his 


services. ° 
(3) That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. Robert 
Styring, the president, for the ability with which he has 
and the consideration he bas given to his duties during the past year. 
(4) That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. Edward 
Bramley, for the able manner in which he nas discharged the office of 





sppeal.—Covunset, Balfour Browne, K.C., 0. A. Russell, K.C., Simon, K.C., 





honorary secretary di the e 
“6) That Mr. J. Nowtes Coombe” be elected , Mr. Alfred E, 
Maxfield the vice-president, and Mr, Arthur be re-elected the 
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treasurer and Mr. Edward Bramley the secretary of the society for the 
ensuing year. 

(6) That the following gentlemen be hereby appointed to act with the 
officers mentioned in the last resolution as the committee for the ensuing 
year : —Messrs. W. E. Atkinson (Doncaster), T. H. Bingley, R. M. Brown, 
B. T. Burdekin, L. J. Clegg, P. B. Coward (Rotherham), F. N. Creswick, 
J. H. Davidson, W. B. Esam, A. 8S. Fawcett, H. W. D. Fielding, W. F. 
Smith, R. Styring, P. K. Wake, and J. E. Wing. 

The president presented the society’s prize, value £10 10s., to Mr. 
Raymond Meeke, who passed in the first class for honours in the June 
(1907) examination. Mr. Meeke suitably responded. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee: 

Members. —The number of members now is 173. The committee have to 
record the loss by death of Mr. Harry Walker Chambers, a late president 
of the society, and for many years an Alderman of the Sheffield City 
Council ; and of Mr. Benjamin Bagshawe, who was an original member of 
the society. The hon. sec. and Mr. Albert Howe attended Mr. Chambers’s 
funeral on behalf of the society, and a resolution of sympathy with his 
family was passed by the committee. 

Legal Education.—The extended scheme for the law courses at the Shef- 
field University worked well during the first session after its initiation, 
and no material alterations have been found necessary during the present 
session. The committee have, during the past year, given considerable 
attention to the possibility of arranging for the provision of a Law Faculty 
in the Sheffield University, so as to increase the facilities for students in 
this district taking law degrees. Negotiations are in progress between 
the committee, the University, and the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies, 
which have so far resulted in the board having by resolution expressed its 
willingness to recognize the Sheffield University as one of its centres, 
Leeds University being at the present time the only university officially 
recognized as such. It is proposed to place the students in South York- 
shire primarily under the law committee of the Sheffield University, the 
board being duly represented upon such committee. In view of the above 
resolution, the committee decided to comply with the board’s request that 
the society should rejoin that body, and Mr. A. E. Maxfield and the hon. 
sec. have been appointed the society’s representatives upon the board. It 
only remains for the society to come to a satisfactory arrangement with 
the board and the Sheffield University, whereby the necessary funds shall 
be forthcoming, to enable this very desirable scheme to be carried into 
effect. The society’s prizes offered last session to the students were won 
by Mr. C. Styring attending the advanced courses, and Messrs. W. C. 
Linay and H. V. O. Pepper attending the elementary courses. Five 
students are attending the advanced courses and eight the elementary, and 
six the evening classes on Commercial Law. 

Denoting Stamps.—The committee are glad to state that, in response to a 
request by them to that effect, the Inland Revenue authorities have 
arranged that in future, when a denoting stamp is wanted, it shall be 
unne 
pared with the duplicate at the Sheffield Stamp Office; and that merely 
the duplicate will have to go up, for the denoting stamp to be affixed. 
The committee think that members will appreciate the convenience this 
arrangement wil) afford. 

Conveyance of Real Estate to a Devisee.—A member raised the question as to 


| writ of inquiry, also for plaintiffs. 1,576 orders of commitment were 
made, 1,023 commitment warrants were issued against the body, and 519 
debtors were arrested, 65 of whom served their full term of imprisonment, 
| 5,588 executions were issued during the year. 129 writs of fiert facias 
| were issued during the year, amounting to £14,001 0s. 11d. 66 deeds of 
| arrangement were registered under the Act of 1887 (the same as in the 
| pree-ding year). 18,264 ordinary summonses, 5,248 default summonees, 
and 4,688 judgment summonses were issued by the Sheffield County Court 
during the year 1907, and 8 actions were remitted from the High Court. 





The Sussex Law Society. 


The annual meeting of the Sussex Law Society was held at the Law 
Library, 69, Ship-street, Brighton, on the 19th of February, 1908. Present: 
Mr. H. M. Williams in the chair, Messrs. M. 8S. Blaker, H. Cane, T, 
Eggar, H. F. Gates, J. H. Sussex Hall, E. W. Hobbs, K. Loader, 8. T. 
Maynard, R. B. Pope, F. B. Stevens, OC. H. Waugh, and A. C. Borlase, 
Letters of regret at not being able to be present were read from Messrs, 


| G. Cheesman, F. C. Gates, and A. C. Woolley. 


The minutes of the last annual meeting and of the special meeting held 
on the 10th of July, 1907, were read and confirmed. 

It was proposed by the president, seconded by Mr. Eggar, and resolved: 
‘That the report and balance-sheet be received and adopted, and that a 
copy be sent to all solicitors practising in Sussex.’’ 

It was proposed by Mr. Eggar, seconded by Mr. M. 8S. Blaker, and 
resolved: ‘“‘That Mr. H. M. Williams be elected president for the ensuing 

year.”’ 

: The committees were then elected as follows: Ganeral Committee— 
Messrs. M.S. Blaker, H. Cane, F. C. Gates, H. F. Gates, E. W. Hobbs, 
S. T. Maynard, R. B. Pope, the president, the ex-president, aud the hon, 
secs. Library Committee—Messrs. H. Cane, J. H. Sussex Hall, E. W, 
Hobbs, C. V. Johnson, K. Loader, F. B. Stevens, the president, and 
the hon. secs. Education Committee—The president, Messrs. T. Eggar, 
A. O. Jennings, R. B. Pope, and A, C. Woolley. 

Messrs. J. W. Howlett and A. C. Borlase were re-elected hon. secs. and 
treasurers for 1908. 

A vote of thanks was passed to the president, the committees, and the 
hon. secs. for their services during the past year. 

It was decided to hold the annual dinner on the 10th of March, and a 
sub-committee, consisting of the president, Messrs. A. C. Woolley, 8. T. 
Maynard, J. K. Nye, and A. C. Borlase, was formed to make the necessary 
arrangements. 

The following are extracts from the report of the General Committee : 

Members.—At the present time there are 96 members of the. society, of 





to send the original deed up to London, provided it be com- | 


whom 73 practise in Brighton and Hove, and 23 in other parts of Sussex, 
There are also 5 subscribers to thelibrary. At the end of 1906 there were 
97 members and 5 subscribers. ‘Since the annual meeting three. other 
solicitors have sent in their names for election. The committee regret to 


| state that the number of country members has not increased. They would 
| desire to point out that where a partner in a firm practising in Brighton or 


who ought to bear the cost of a conveyance from a personal representative | 


of a testator to a devisee. The committee thought this was a point which 
would be better dealt with by the Council of the Law Society, and 

ly brought before their notice. Their opinion was, that inas- 
much as ali that is required under the Act to transfer the property from 
the personal representative to the devisce is a mere assent by the former, 
such assent should be paid for out of the general residuary estate. If, 
however, the devisee requires a conveyance, which is not strictly 
neceseary, he should pay for it. 

Solicitors’ Benevolent Associaticn.—The attention of members is specially 
drawn to this very excellent institution, which never refuses to give 
prompt aid to any necessitious and deserving cases. The committee 
particularly hope that in this—the jubilee year of the association—there 
may be a considerable accession to the membership in the Sheffield district. 

Associated Provincial Law Societics.—Three meetings of these societies were 
held iu London, at two of which your secretary was present. The main 
matters which were considered at such meetings were: The subject of 
solicitors’ accountancy ; the mode of election of members of the Council of 
the Law Society; and the propriety, in ordinary cases, of vendors’ 
solicitors offering free conveyances to purchasers. On this Jast head the 
latest opinion of the Council of the Law Society, given in July last, is as 
follows: ‘‘ While the Council deprecate any condition of sale which 
abridges the right of a purchaser to employ his own solicitor, and consider 
wholly inadmissible any condition which obliges the purchaser to employ 
the vendor’s solicitor, they see no objection in cases in which the lots are 
numerous or of small value, or where there are other special circumstances, 
to a condition offering the purchaser a free conveyance, or a conveyance 
free of expense except stamp duty, on his agreeing to accept the vendor’s 
title without investigation, provided the purchaser is given a reasonable 
time after the signing of the contract within which to accept or refuse the 
offer.’’ 

Miscellaneous.—649 actions were commenced in the Sheffield District 
Registry during the year 1907, or 95 more than during the previous year. 
In the Bankruptcy Court $1 bankruptcy petitions (a decrease of 2 on the 
previous year) were presented, including 19 by creditors and 38 bank- 
ruptcy notices issued. In the 649 actions there were 206 judgments in 


default of appearance, 9 judgments on order for substituted service, 3 





judgmenls in default of pleading, 9 judgments under order 14, 4 on trial 
with jury—all for the plaintiffs, 1 without jury for pleiotiff, and 2 on | 


| many years. 


Hove has paid an entrance fee any other member of the firm is exempt 
from paying any entrance fee. The committee have to record with much 
regret the deaths during the past year ot Messrs. Melvill Green, I. Vinall, 
and F’. J. Bevis, all of whom had been members of the society for a great 
Mr. Melvill Green was president of the society from July, 
1892, to July, 1894, and took great interest in its work. 

The Library.— The library has been kept up to date, and last year 6,259 
volumes were taken out, as against 5,807 in 1906. A list of new books 
purchased during the year will be sent to members for insertion in their 
catalogues. Members are reminded that a register of vacant clerkships 
and clerks seeking situations is kept at the library. 

Legal Education.—A class for final students was started in February, 
1907, under Mr. F. B. Stevens, B.A., LL.B., and one for intermediate 
students in September, 1907, under Mr. Harold M. Blaker. Inasmuch as the 
Law Society have promised the society a grant for 1905 of £50 for the promo- 
tion of legal education, it is hoped that the classes will now be established 
on a permanent basis, and the committee trust that principals will do all 
they can to induce their articled clerks to join the classes, and also the 
Students’ Debating Society, which has been started again. 
are much indebtea to Mr. Stevensaud Mr, Blaker for the trouble they have 
taken in connection with these classes. For the second year in succession 
the Mellersh Prize, which is open to articled clerks in Surrey and Sussex, 
has been won by a Brighton articled clerk—Mr. R. W. Port, who was 
articled to Messrs. Nye & Clewer, of Brighton, being on this occasion the 
successful student. 








Companies. 


Law Guarantee Society. 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 

The twentieth annual general meeting of the Law Guarantee Trust and 
Accident Society was held on Thursday, at the “head office, 49, Chancery- 
lane, Mr. Epwarp F. Turner taking the chair. 

The General Manager and Secretary, Mr. THos. R. Ronavp, having read 
the notice convening the meeting, 

The Cuareman moved the adoption of the report. Having referred to 
the loss the society had sustained by the death of Mr. Wm. Williams, and 
the retirement of Mr. Janson, original directors of the society, as well as 
by the decease of Mr. Radcliffe Walters, he observed that the issue of 
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preference shares which was made last summer was subscribed 
more than twice over, which was a very satisfactory indication 
of the opinion of the public as regarded the stability of the 
society. Turning to the credit side of the revenue account the first 
and most important item of the whole balance-sheet was ‘ By 
premiums, fees as trustees, commissions and profits on realization of 
securities, less re-assurances, £215,000,’’ which compared with £194,000 
last year. This was a satisfactory indication of the progress of the society. 
With regard to ‘‘ profits on realization of securities,’’ it was the fact that 
certain property which the society had had to take over some years ago 
had caused some anxiety. But the board had had the courage, under 
Mr. Ronald’s advice, to take that property up actively, and in the event 
they had been able to get it off the books at a good profit, and that 
particular transaction was not the only one of the kind. “‘ Interest on 
investments, and rents on properties in hand’? £19,000, compared with 
£17,000 last year. On the debit side the important item of “claims” 
stood at £118,000, as compared with £115,000 last year. As a matter 
of fact the ratio of claims premium to income was rather smaller than that 
of last year. The item included not only claims in the literal sense, 
but also writings off in respect of properties in hand and advances against 
securities, and any other writings off against the items on the other side 
of the balance-sheet. The ratio being satisfactory as regarded premium 
income, the larger the item the greater proof it gave that the board were 
drastic in writing off whenever they thought proper in order to bring the 
figures down to a correct balance-sheet point. The expenses of manage- 
ment had inereased, representing as they did £52,000 against £41,000 last 
year. There were two main reasons for increase—the last year’s revenue had 
been debited with a very substantial part of the preference issue expenses 
of last year, and the other the ever-increasing competition of business 
which led to increased demands which touched management expenses, one 
of them being commission. The 28°82 per cent. was but a little higher 
than the figure of last year, and was not unfavourable when compared 
with that of any institution which could be brought into comparison with 
the society. The balance of revenue account was £50,000, to which was 
added £42,000, the balance for 1906, making a total of £92,000. The 
directors proposed to increase the fund to £210,000 as part of a policy for 
the steady building up of the general reserve, which he was sure the 
shareholders would approve of. Then the “reserve for claims in sus- 

mse ’’ it was proposed to make £16,500, and this would include a special 
sum of £20,000 set aside in view of the effect on licensed properties pending 
legislation. After allowing for the dividend for the half-year ending 1906, 
£12,000, and for the interim dividend to 30th of June last, £8,000, and for 
the dividend to end of 1907, £4,000 odd, a balance remained of £26,610, 
which the directors proposed to dispose of by paying a dividend at the 
rate of 10 per cent. for the half-year, which would absorb £12,000, to 
carry forward £14,000 odd to the following account. The carry forward 
last year was £30,000, and the amount would have been larger this year 
but for the £20,000 specially put aside in respect of licensed property in 
view of pending legislation. The society's report came out before the 
Licensing Bill had been made public, and if the directors had had 
to consider the subject of reserve relatively to that Bill as if 
it were actually accomplished legislation, they would have hesi- 
tated to suggest that the reserve set aside was sufficient to meet 
the mischief it would bring about. But vigorous efforts were being 
made to prevent the Bill from passing in anything like its present form. 
The society had never guaranteed a mortgage on a tied house or on 
licensed property without having behind it a very substantial amount 
invested by the brewer or distiller or both, and the Bill only affected the 
society so far as it might affect any brewery debenture-holder. Taking 
everything into consideration, he thought there was reason for satisfaction 
with the operations of the society during the year. With regard to the 
United Legal Assurance Society, the acquisition by the society of the 
whole of the shares in that company had thoroughly justified anticipations. 
The board looked forward to an extension of the society’s borders as 
opportunity offered, and they hoped to maintain its stability and prosperity 
and to give the shareholders in future as good an account as the balance- 
sheet shewed on the present occasion. The directors necessarily saw the 
work of the staff constantly, and know how arduously and zealously it was 
done, and how well the society was served, and warm thanks were due to 
Mr. Ronald and every member serving under him for their great and 
assiduous services to the society. 

Sir Jonn Gray Hriu, in seconding the motion, said that no society was 
better or more faithfully served by its staff. 

The motion was carried unanimously, and a dividend declared, which 
with the interim dividend for the halfryear ending June 30th made 10 per 
cent, for the year. 

On the motion of of Mr. E. J. Bristow, the retiring directors, Sir John 
Gray Hill, Mr. T. Rawle, and Mr. E. F. Turner, were re-elected. 

The auditors, Messrs. Deloitte, Plender, Griffiths, & Co., were also 
re-elected. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman, directors, and staff, moved by Mr. 
Lawron, was carried with acclamation. 

The Cyaan, iu responding, referred to the illness of Mr. Ronald, 
early in the year. He did not think the board had ever appreciated his 
value so much. He was the nearest thing to an indispensable man that he 
at all events had ever come across. 





Law Fire Insurance Society (Limited). 


At the annual general meeting of shareholders of the society, at their 
offices in Chaucery-lane, the premiums of the year 1907, after deducting 
reinsurances, were reported at £163,641, and the claime, commission, and 
expenses at £92,328. The loss ratio for 1907 was exceptionally favourable. 








Obituary. 
Mr. R. A. White. 


The death is announced of Mr. Ronerr Aztack Warrr, solicitor, of 
Grantham, in his 88th year. He was admitted in 1843 as a member of his 
father’s firm, then established over half a century. Mr. White held 
public appointments. He was clerk to the Lord Lieutenant of Lincolnshire, 
district auditor for Lincolnshire and Ratland since 1848, superintendent 
registrar, and coroner. He was mayor of Grantham in 1854, and initiated a 
movement to raiss a public statue to Isaac Newton, which was subse- 
quently unveiled by Lord Brougham. He retired from business about 
the year 1904, 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Wiittam Henry Qvarrett, solicitor, of 3, East India-avenue, E.0., 
has been appointed a Commissioner of the Supreme Court of the Uolony of 
Natal to take Affidavits and Examine Witnesses. 

Mr. Sypney Tnomrson, solicitor, of 3, East India-avenue, E.0., has 
been appointed a Commissioner of the Supreme Court of the Transvaal to 
take Affidavits and Examine Witnesses. 

Mr. Txroporr Witrrin Fry, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Stipendary Magistrate for Middlesbrough in the place of Mr. Charles 
James Coleman, deceased. 

Mr. W. Tupor Ronerrs, of the Companies (Winding-up) Department, 
has been appointed a First Class Clerk in the Chancery Division at the 
Royal Courts of Justice. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Tromas Francis Gopparp, James Cuarman-Watxer, and Craries 
Atpen Hoprkryson, solicitors (Goddard & Co.), St. Michael’s House, 
Cornhill, London. Feb. 10. [ Gazette, Feb. 28. 


James Crarkson and Groror Dyson Buckuey, ‘solicitors (Clarkson & 
Buckley), Halifax and Elland. Feb. 3. ‘The said James Clarkson will 


continue the said business in his own name. [ Gazette, March 3, 





General. 


It is announced that the commission day for the assizes at Warwick 
on the Midland Circuit has been postponed from Friday, March 6, to 
Saturday, March 7. 

Judge Robert Grant, of the Boston (U.8.A.) Divorce Court, was an 
interested spectator in the Divorce Court on Tuesday. He was on the 
bench, seated beside Sir Gorell Barnes. 


The annual ladies’ night debate of the Hardwicke Society will be held in 
Gray’s-inn Hall on Friday evening, the 20th of March, when Mr. McCall, 
K.C., will move: ‘‘That the grant of the suffrage to women has been 
indefinitely postponed by the violent methods of some of its supporters.” 


The Minister of Justice who is ex officio ‘le premier magistrat de France,”’ 
was, on Saturday last, says the Paris correspondent of the 7 mes, to 
exercise a judicial function reserved to him by the organization of the 
French bench. On Saturday week two cases came before the Tribunal des 
Conflits on which the eight judges forming the bench were unable to agree, 
They have, therefore, called upon the Minister of Justice to join them in 
order to be able to give a casting vote. The two cases were, therefore, to 
be reheard before the same judges and M. Briand, the Minister of Justice, 
who, it will be remembered, is himself a lawyer. 


At the rising of the Divorce Court on Monday, says the Times yor 
the jury handed up a presentment to the learned President, who, having 
perused it, said that with re; to the last part of the presentment, as to 
discharging jurors, he was always anxious to discharge juries, once it was 
clear they were not wanted, but difficulties eometimes arose as to doing so. 
The other part of the i raised a point which he did not 
remember to have heard raised before. He had made inquiries and 
ascertained that there was a room set apart for the use of juries, but he 
was unaware why it was only used as aretiring room. There did not 

to be any reason why jurors in waiting should not nse it as a reading an 
writing room, in which they could transact their own business while 
waiting to serve in the jury-box. H+ would make a point of inquiring 
into the matter to see what could be done for their advantage. No dou 
the accommodation of the courts was not what it should be, but the blame 
for that must rest on the architect, who had passed away. There seemed 
to be no reason why jurymen should not be summoned as required in court 
from their room downstairs. The Foreman: It is a inconvenience 
to us to have to sit or stand about in cours all day. e President: I do 
not regard this as a light trouble at all. Unfortunately, it is entirely due 
to the construction of these courts. In the assizs courts in the country 
much better accommodation is provided. I will see the superintendent 
and consult with him as to what can be done, and am very much obliged 
to you, gentlemen, for ca"'ing attention to the matter. 
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An Order in Council is published in the London Gazette of Tuesday, which, 
after reciting that the office of one of the district registrars of the High 
Court of Justice in Liverpool is now vacant, and it is desirable that the 
duties of District Registrar in Liverpool should continue to be performed 
by two persons, it is ordered that the present District Probate Registrar 
shall be and is appointed one of the persons to perform the duties of 
District Registrar in Liverpool, and that the present District Registrar 
and the District Probate Registrar aforesaid shall be deemed accordingly 
to be Joint District Registrars, and shal] perform all the duties of District 
Registrar in the District Registry of the High Court of Justice in Liverpool 
in such manner as they may, with the approval of the Lord Chancellor 
and the President of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division of the 
High Court of Justice from time to time arrange. 


A case which, so far as is known, is, says the 7imes, unprecedented in 
the annals of the Scottish courts, recently came before Lord Guthrie in 
the Court of Session. The Rev. Herbert Heriot Hill, an Episcopalian 
clergyman of Dundee, asked for an interdict against his wife, Mary 
Augusta Victoria Stephenson or Heriot Hill. Complainer stated that he 
and his wife are living apart under-an English deed of separation. His 
wife, he said, had evidently made up her mind to make his life miserable 
in Scotland, and had followed him wherever he went, spreading unfounded 
and slanderous stories about him, with the result that he had been com- 
pelled to leave three or four places. In the last letter received from his 
wife it looked, he said, as if she were on the point of circulating these 

in Dundee, and he was in coming to court largely actuated by 
the advice of his ecclesiastical superiors. He wished his wife interdicted 
from spreading these slanders in Dundee. Lord Guthrie said there was 
no authority for giving a judgment against people saying things. He 
nevertheless granted an order for service of the petition and for answers 
within six days. 


A curious case was tried at the Shrewsbury Assizes last week. The facts, 
says the Times reporter, were as follows: The prisoner was seated on the 
pavement playing an organ. His cap was on the ground by his side. The 
prosecutrix, a young domestic servant, crossed the street to the prisoner 
and dropped into his cap what she believed to be two halfpennies. In 
fact, the two coins were one halfpenny and one sovereign. Half-an-hour 
later the prosecutrix, having discovered her mistake, went back to the 
prisozer and claimed the sovereign. He denied that he had it in his 
possession, but the police found it in the lining of his waistcoat. At the 
close of the evidence for the prosecution counsel for the prisoner submitted 
that there was no animus furandi at the time of the receipt by the prisoner 
of the money, and thai, therefore, no larceny had been committed. He 
cited R. v. Flowers (16 Q. B. D. 643) and R. v. Ashwell (16 Q. B. D. 190). 
Mr. Justice Grantham refused to withdraw the case, and charged the jury 
that if the prisoner knew when he received the sovereign that it was a 
sovereign he was guilty, and that if he received it innocently and did not 
appropriate it till later he could not be convicted of larceny. The prisoner 
was found guilty, and was bound over. 


It must have come as a surprise to many people, says a writer in the 
Evening Standard, to read this week of an application in a Jersey Court of 
Justice for the right to plead in English. But the Channel Islands, 
though British in name and sympathies, are French throughout. The 
language of the law courts is modern French, in which tongue the 
religious services at the parish churches are conducted. The language of 
the people themselves is old Norman French, the French in which our 
statutes were anciently written. With every respect for ancient institutions, 
it is impossible not to realize that the laws of the Channel Islands open the 
way to grave abuses. Suppose a couple of Englishmen have a quarrel, and 
one of them go to Jersey. The other, hearing of this, can write toa Jersey 
lawyer, send him a fictitious bill, and declare it to be due to him from the 
visitor. The latter is immediately arrested. He refuses to pay an unjust 
demand, so he must lie in prison. Every time the prison door opens to 
allow him to go to court—whither he is conducted guarded like a felon— 
he must pay a fee of ten shillings. The case may be called on again and 
again without being heard, and all this time the prisoner is submitted to 
delay and expense and indignity impossible anywhere else in the British 
Empire. When at last he clears himself, which he can do only by paying, 
he has apparently no redress, for the laws of the island do not admit of a 
prosecution for false imprisonment. It is quite time that the laws of this 
part of the Empire were overhauled. 


A recent,case in the Bombay Law Reporter, Ie Hormasji Framji Warden 
contains, says the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation, a valuable 
judgment by Mr. Justice Davar on the application of the cy-»r¢s doctrine 
to charitable gifts. The gift in question was by a wealthy Parsee 
merchant for the erection of a ‘‘ large, commodions, and comfortable hall, 
for the purposes and use of Parsees professing Zoroastrian faith.’’ For 
this object he bequeathed a sum of Rs.55,000 to trustees, with a further 
sum of Rs.10.000 for the upkeeping of the hall. When, however, the 
trustees came to carry out the teris of the trust, and had purchased a site, 
they found the amount quite inadequate for the erection of a hall such as 
that contemplated by the testator; the only way in which the scheme 
could possibly be made practicable was by selling part of the land, letting 
the rest to a tenant if any could be found, and accumulating the residue of 
the funds for a number of years. The discouraging feature of the situation 
was that by the general consent of the Parsee community in Bengal no hall 
was wanted ; there were plenty already. What was wanted was a hospital 
for the benefit of the Parsee community, and the point was thus neatly 
raised, whether the court would, under the cy-pr?s doctrine, sanction the 
gift being diverted to an object different from that designated by the 
testator. On this point the English authorities give no very clear 
gaidance - Lord Eldon, as might be expected, was for adhering strictly to 
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the particular objects pointed out by the testator, but Mr. Justice Dayar, 
after a very careful review of the authorities, sums up the result by sa: ing 
that the court will call in the assistance of the cy.y¢s doctrine when it Ande 

that the attainment of the original objects is impracticable in fact, or that 

it would be impolitic to carry out the original object literally, so the 

hospital replaces the hall, ‘This is a conclusion which strongly commends 

itself to common sense. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Registrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. Emuercenoy Aprzat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 2. Joyrcn. Swixrew Eapy, 
Monday, March ... 9 Mr. Theed Mr. Farmer Mr, Borrer Mr. Greswell 
es | Beal Synge Bloxam Leach 
Synge Leach Borrer Greswell 
Borrer Rynge Bloxam Leach 
Leach Tindal King Borrer Greswell 
Goldschmidt Synge Bloxam Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Warainerox. NEVILLE PARKER. Eve, 
Mr. Church Mr, Goldschmidt Mr, Beal Mr. Synge 
Tindal King Theed Farmer Greswell 
Church Goldschmidt Beal Theed 
Tindal King Theed Farmer Goldschmidt 
Church Goldschmidt Beal loxam 
Tindal King Theed Farmer Borrer 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Feb. 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrep 1x Caanogry. 


ALExaynpeER Bensamin & Co, Liurreo—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 22, directed to 
be heard March 10. Cridland, Victoria st, Westminster, solor for petner. Notice of 
oes must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

re! 


Braceneatsa Sonoor, Limitep—Creditors are on poe on or before April 10, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy William 
Rolls, Concert Hall, Blackheath 

Commerciat TnpusteiaL axp Lanp Co or Eaypt, Limitep—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 26, directed to be heard March 10. Williams & Alder, Laurence Pountney 
hill, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of March 9 

Dovores, Limirep (1x Ligsipation)—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the pirticulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 
Richirds, 3, Priaces st. Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st, solors to the liquidator 

EnGuianp’s Rurser Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John E. 
Chadwick, Market pl, Hyde. Bostock, Hyde, solor to liquidator 

F. B. Cameron & Co, Linrrep—Peta for winding up, presented Feb 26, directed to be 
heard March 10. Turner & Evans, Brook House, Walbrook, solors for petners. Notice 
s appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

re 

Ispusraiat Exatsits. Liwirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 17, to send 
their names aud addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Dundas Price, Finsbury House, Blomfield st. Wickes & Knight, Finsbury House, 
Blomfield st, solors to liquidator 

Laine 8reamsutre Co, Liurrep ~ Petn for winding up, presented Feb 28, directed to be 
heard on March 10. Cattarns & Co, Leadeohall st, solor for petners. Notice of appear- 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 9 

Lanp Deve.orpment AND Property Co, Limirrep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 20, 
directed to be heard on March 10. Hills & Co, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster, solors 
for nvetners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of March 9 

Moror Piayrs, Limirgo—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 24, directed to be heard 
March 10. Mills & Co, Queen Victoria st, for Green, Dudley, solor for petners. Notice 
= + ye! must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


rch 9 

P. B. C. 8yspicatz, Luurep —Creditors are required, on or before April 15. to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Howard 
Ashworth, 804, Coleman at, liquidator 

Romary, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, to send their names and 
addresses to Isaac E. Mannington and John R. Woodley, 4, Havelock rd, i 
liquidators 

Sir Hiram 8S. Maxim Captive Fryisc Macuine Co, Liuutrep—Creditors are required, 
on or before April 9, to send their names and °s,and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to J. A. H. Macnair, Gresham House, Old Broad st. Smith & Son, Old 
Broad st, solors to liquidator 

W. Acros & Co, Limirxzp—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Herbert Meaden 
Gowar, 428-9, Birkeck Bank chmbrs, High Holborn. liquidator i 

Wesr Evp Conservative Cus, Linirep —Petn for winding un, presented Feb 15, directed 
to be heard at the County Court Hall, Sheffield, March 19. Webster & Styring, Sheffield, 
solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of March 17 

W. Porrer & Sons, Limirep (tn Votunrary Liquipation)— Creditors are required, on ot 
before March 31, to send their names and addressees, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to George Lord, Capel House, 62, New Broad st, liquidator . 

W. M. Porr, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on or before Apcil 10, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 10 wio Rivers, 10, 
Strand, Torquay. Kitsons & Co, Torquay, solors for liquidavor 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Luutep in Cuancery, 


Bzaconsriecp Gas Co, Liutrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 11, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edmund 


Alliston Wingrove, Beaconsfield, Bucks, liquidator 


Geyeaat Puonocrarn Co, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 27, directed to be 
heard on March 17. Gibson & Co, Portugal st bldgs, Lincolp’s inn. Notice Be yy 
jog must reach the aboye-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 16 
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Luurrsp—Petn for winding up, pre- 


Istt - 
Feb 27, directed to be heard at the Court House, Manor row, Bradford, on March 
gg teed oll & Peacock, Bradford, solors for er.’ Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the rnoon of March 30 


Ley Coat axp Iron Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 14, to 
= their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R. 8, 
Taylor, Peel chmbrs, Bury. Woodcock & son, solors to liquidator 
Manzspen & Co (BLacKrooL), Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Tonge, 22, Booth st, Manchester, liquidator E 2 
No. 6 Cuurcn axp Distaict Ixvestuent Co, Loutrzp—Creditors are — on or 
before March 30, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their ebts or 
claims, to Arthur Thorp and Thomas Barnes, 74, Lion st, Church, and 295, Blackburn 


dtwistle, liquidators ; 
rd, Oswaldtwistle, liq uired, on or before April 9, to send their names and 
t th ick Marston 


Wa.rers, Liarrep—Creditors are r I d 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Frederick 


Edwards, Dashwood House, New Broad st, liquidator 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversrons, Lire Poricrms, anp Interest 1x Possession. 
Moesers, H. E, Foster & Cranrieup held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 854) of the 
ab»ve-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday Jast, when the 
following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £2,945 : 
LUTE REVERSIONS: 
a aoa. ese eve ove w. Bold -~ 
on ace eve ” 780 


To £1,182 es es cee 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE: 


For £1,500 a oe ove ove ove a $85 
For £1,000 me * . eee een oes ° ose » 840 
INTEREST IN POSSESSION in £600 .., eee ove oo 415 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Crarm, 
London Gusetie.—Turspay, Feb. 25. 


Apxrys, Teresa Many, Manton Old Hall, Rutland March 16 Ford & Co, Exeter 

Autex, Tuomas, Talbot rd, Highgate, Insurance Superintendent March 25 Freeman, 
Cannon st 

Ayprizzex, Witt1am Luoyp, Apsley ter, Acton, Doctor March 25 Stephenson & Co, 
Lombard st 

Asntox, Txomas Rrowarp, Blackpool, Chemist March 25 Parry & Son, Blackpool 

BaruarpD, Coartorre Caturrixe, West Brighton April15 Gunner & Renny, Bishop's 
Waltham, Hants : Y 

Batiarp, Capt James Boucugen, RN, West Brighton April15 Gunner & Renny, Bishop's 
Waltham, Hants é 

Beck, Groror Kettock, Liverpool, Draper March 31 Geddes, Liverpool 

BaickMany, Curistoraer Deake, Bath March 20 Payne & Faller, Bath 

Bunrys, Many Towniey, Manchester March 28 Beech, Manchester — 

Boriter, Natsan, Swaffham, Bulbeck, Cambs, Farmer April 6 
Cambridge , ; 

Burier, Mary Any, Swaffham, Bulbeck, Cambs April6 Ginn & Co, Cambridge 

Cunistmas, James, Rickford, Worplesedon, Surrey March 10 fmallpeice & Co, Guildford 

Cot.ms, Janz, Manor st, Clapham March 25 RK Langton Cole, 23 ‘hrogmorton st 

Cotsoy, Joux Barnes, Shawtord, Southampton April 15 Warner & Kirby, Winchester 

Coxyrorts, CaTnertine, Edgbaston, Birmingham Aprilll_ Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Cresswett, Ricuarp Wituiam, Hall rd, St John’s Wood March 31 Fraser & Son, 
Dean st, Soho sq 

Curtis, Tuomas, Osney, Oxford April18 Walsh & Walton, Oxford 

Cussoxs, Witt1am, Kingston upon Hull March 24 Aske & Fernes, Hull 

Dame, Renoce Hoetusrizeya, King Henry’s rd, South Hampstead March 23 Jenkins & 

0, Poultry 

Derry, Jonatuay, East hill, Wandsworth March17 Girling, Furnival st, Holborn 

Epuunps, Sorn1a Janz, Ledbury, Hereford April3 Garrooa, Ledbury 

a. Emity, Blomfield ter, Snephera’s Bush March 25 Oooper & Bake, Portman st, 

‘ortman sq 

Fraxcis, Furmina, Anerley April 22 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, Buckingham 

GorsseLs, Marcaret Jang, Liverpool March 25 Bremner & Uo, Liverpx 

Gaezve, a Rev Canon Caag.es Parr, Macaulay 1d, Clapham April 4 Bulcraig, 
Stran 


Ganyztt, Henry, Taunton March 25 Kite & Co, Taunton 
Haz, Cuarces, Croydon March 25 Cockburn, St Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate 
ARMER, James, Framlingham, Suffolk, Farmer April4 Norman, Framlingham 
Hvrex.t, Heway, Hauxton, Cambridge Aprill Metcalfe & Go, Kaymond bldgs, 
Gray’s inn 
Jones, Rev Esexezer, Lianefydd, Denbigh April 14 Foulkes-Roberts, Denbigh 
Keppe.i, Exten Maria, Torquay, Devon Aprilll Pinsent & Vo, Birmingham 
Macker, Witt1am, New Brighton, Chester, Merchant April7 Hill & Co, Liverpool 
Mackey, Epwarp, North shields Feb 28 Bainbridge, Morpeth 
sox, Mary Euizaseru, Wickham, Southampton April 15 Gunner & Rennie, 
Bishop's Waltham 
Mayne, Evira Carouixe, Kidderminster April4 Sutton & Co, Manchester 
Metior, Lavra Extex, Harrogate March sl R den & Co, ddersfi- 1d 
Oppaxneim, Saux. Simeon, Portsdown 1d, Maida Vale March 31 Lindo & Co, West- 
st, Finsbury circus 
Pacua, Etrzxye Musvavs, Portland pl March 21 Freshfields, Old Jewry 
Parkinson, Tuomas, Prestwich, Lancs March 23 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 
Pirace, Repman Wit.1aM, Dover, Whitesmith March 31 Mowll & Mowli, Dover 
Picort, Hano.p Cnaries, Yokohama, Japan, Merchaat March 25 Stephenson & Co, 


Lombard st 
Paysz, a Bart, Cogerddan, Cardigan March 24 AF & R W Tweedie, Lincoln's 
inn fields 
— Neisow Brayzy, Essex, New Jersey, U8 A March 25 Jobson, Lincoln’s ion 
elas 
Repuonxn, Renecca Hawers, Elsham rd, Kensington March 31 Ruck, Norfolk st, Strand 
obeRts, Tuomas Howes, St Asaph, Flint April 14 Foulkes-Roberts, Denbigh 
Rosixsox, Ricuarp, Southport, Fisherman March 20 Wheeldon & Quayle, Southport 
Bovar, Ca ROLINE, Woodstock rd, Poplar March 31 Lake, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Suarr, Hannan, Eskdale, Cumberland March 25 Whiteside, Whitebaven 
Buaw, Lean, Brockholes, Yorks March 31 Ramsden & Co, Hudderstield 
Surra, Matinpa Dagnick, Cannon pl, Hamps March 31 Church & Co, Bedford row 
Surrn, Wittiam Tuomas, Kirkheaton, Yorks, Surgeon Mayl JB&4J A Brooke, Leeds 
Pen, lsanet, Hawker, Plymouth April 30 Rooker & Co, Plymouth 
MAN, ARTHUR, Vaseall rd, Brixton ch 24 Mawby & Mawby, Queen st, Cheapside 
HExsoN, THomAs, Lincoln March 28 Pepper, Lincol ‘ 


Gian & Co, 


gate 








Tuomson, Lzstiz Doxatp, New Zealand May 23 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, Port- 


man 
TiIvnKkien, Seana, Hunsonby, March 27 Cant & Fairer, Penrith 
Trivia, Isareiia Lucy, ter, April25 Smith & Oo, John st, Bedford row 
i March 14 Elliott, Hastings 


Tucker, Sanaa Axy, Barrington rd, End 

Vaveuan, Sxrrimus, Handsworth Aprilll Pinsent & Co, .. 

Vea.ry, Reaarp Lewis, Brighton April 3 & ‘s inn fields 
Waker, Esruer, Ambieside, Westmorland April 4 & Son, Ambleside 
Wauis, Thomas StrapMay, Huddersfield March $1 Kamsden & Co, Huddersfield 
Warson, Toomas Henny, Sunderland, Estate t March 12 Crow, sunderland ™ 
Way, Enenezes, Beckenham, Draper April 3 & Co, Queen Victoria st 


Wuiresaead Saran, Liverpool rd, <p a March 13 Edwards & Co, Lawrence la 
WicuraMs, Francis A’ Deane, Bristol 25 Burbidge & Trestrail, Bristol : 
Tenaga May 1 Morrisons & 


Woren, Henneix, Upper Gloucester pl, Timber Agent's 
Nightingale, ill, Sarre: 

Woop, Wii114m Mappisox, Whitley Bay, Northumberland March 31 Cooper & Goodger, 

Newcastle upon Tyne 


London Gasette.—Fatvay, Feb. 28. 


ALEXANDER, WatTER, Malmesbury, Wilte April10 Forrester & Co, Malmesbury 

Ayster, Richarp Groser Deniy, Corston, Wilts April10 Forrester & Uo, Maimesbury 

Asuworts, THomas Epwis, T en March 28 & Ackroyd, Biadford 

Arxkins, Fanny Fiona Corton Fresaan, Clifton hill, New Cross March 31 Calley, 
Gt James st, Bedford row 

Batreasea, Kt Hon Cyrit Barox, Overstrand, Norfolk April 7 Flower & Flower, 
Norfolk st, Strand 

Berttixson, Ricaaav, Thurlby Manor, nr Bourne, Lincs March 31 Forsyth & Co, 

Trmip, 

Bisnorr, Steraes, Granard rd, Battersea A) 18 Taylor & Co,, Lavender hill 

Buiaxer, Maaiay, Brighton March 24 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 

Buaxer, Exizasera, Brighton March 24 Howlett & Clarke, Bri 

Boxsiver, Henry, West Bridgford, Notts, Laundry Assistant 
Williams, Nottingham 

Brapsnaw, Isaac, Eynesbury, Hunts, Farmer March 18 Wheeler & Spencer, St Neots 

Brapsraeet, Eversivs Jvu.ivs, Chiswell st, Finsbury, Manufacturer April 30 Langhams, 
Bartiett’s bidgs, Holborn circus 

Boammpparpen, Ne Jenvoxs, JP, Bath March 31 Braikenridge & Edwards, 

rilett’s 

Brooks, Jane Exvizapera, Sheffield March 25 Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 

Brotuerton, WiLLiaM, Calveley, Yorks, Barman 28 Beidon & Ackroyd, Bradford 

Burpetr, AmELJA Any, Combe Park, nr Cormer March 25 ‘Twist & Sons, Coventry 

Carr, WiLLIaM, Bentham, Yorks Aprilil Hail & Co, Lancaster 

Cavenry, Mary Any, Brighton Marchs0 Holmes & Johnson, Brighton 

ames a Susan, Stoke Newington rd, Stoke Newingtoa Apnml 6 Mason, Eldon 
st, Finsbury 

Curry, ArTavr Joun, Hereford sq, South Kensington, Barrister at Law March 25 

‘Lomlin & Chitty, Old Burlington st 

Copsay, Jous, jun, Moorgate, Botherham, Yorks, General Relieving Officer March 25 
Oxley & Coward, Rotnerha: 


. m 
Sakan, Wood End, Wednesfield, Beerhouse Keeper March 25 Btirk & Co, 


olverhampton 
Comes, Miriam Anne, Highgate rd April 30 hams, Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn cirous 
Epwaxps, Georor, Victoria rd, Peckham, Licensed Victualler Apri 6é James & James, 
Ely pl, Holborn circue 

Exutson, Fxev, St Annes on the Sea March 26 Russell & Russell, Bolton 

Evixa, Susan, Birkenhead, Cheshire Maren 23 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 

Frener, Saran, Bristol April4 Mutilow, Bristol 

Faeeman, Emity WIttIAMs, Kastbourne March 30 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, Buckingham 
gate, Westminster 

Gaernaway, Francis Epwarp, Elgin cres, Kensington March 31 Baker & Nairne, 


Crosby sq 
Garcory, Joseru Fietonsr, Radcliffe, Lancs, Paper Merchant April8 Grundy & Co, 
Manchester 


Hane, Sagan, Odiham, Hants March 18 Dowling, Winchester 

Beso, Mary Ane, Ashton on Ribble, nr Prestoa, Lancs Aprill W & A Blackhurst, 
-reston 

Hant.ey, Jouy, Eskdale, Saint Bees, Cumberland, Yeoman March 27 Butler & Son, 

Broughton ia Furness 

Hearn, Wi.tiam, Ashtield, Notts March 18 Woolley & Hopkin, Derby 

Hearucots, Wi..14M, Burbage, nr Buxton March 14 Shipton & Ainsworth, Buxton 

Henwoop, Favut, Bromley April6é Byfield & Son, Barnet . 

HxzrwortH, Atpert, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Innkeeper April 4 Barber & Jessop, 


Brighouse 

Mca, Minssam, Beckenham, Hairdresser March 29 Irvine & Co, Crutched Friars, 

ark in 

Hiiimay, Georcer, Edgbaston, 1g ~~ March 9 Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham 

Huytos, James, Swindon March 31 ‘Townsend & Co, Swindon : 

JoBLING, dons Spewam, South shields, Master Mariner March 25 George Scott, jun, 

South chields 

Kay, James, Sulford, Mill Farnisher April15 Tallent-Bateman & Co, Manchester 

Kaonquist, Evor, Lombard ct, Tailor April 30 Davies, Moorgate st 

Lasernen, ag Kobe, Japan, Marine Engineer March 29 Mercer & Whitehead, 
am. 

Lasriuss, Havsvoce, Nenthead, Alston, Cumberlani April 8 Chater & Atkinson, 

Newcastle on ‘l'yne 

Levvitite, WittiaM, George st, Hanover sq April5 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 

weer oy Fsepgxick Oates, Masburough, Rothernam, Yorks April 9 Kesteven, 
e 

Mires, Putir Joux, Kingsdown, Bristol March 31 Jacques & Co, Bristol 

Mixes, Sanau Evven, Kingsdown, Bristol March #1 Jacques & Co, Bristol 





CoL.ins, 
Ww 


Newsuip, Azreus Tay.or, bury,Lancs Aprill Bowden, Bury 
eden, Bos ae, Moretonhampstead, Devon, Innkeeper March 31 Neck, Moreton- 


jpstead 

Park, Maxcaret Ross, Wetherby gdns, South Kensington March 27 Batchelor & Co, 
Pancras In, Queen st 

Percivay, Wit.iam, Knutsford, Chester, Manufacturer A 19 Bedell, Manchester 
Paiturrs, Avoustus MansHa.y, Hove, sussex March 25 Tomlin & Chitty, Vid Burling- 


ton et 
Pricnagp, Joux Ricuanp, Liverpool, Chartered Accountant April2 Nunn &Co, Colwyn 
Bay, North Wales 
Quay, ‘Tuomas, Boiton April1 Dowling & Co, Bolton 
aAWLineon, Ann, Lr March 41 Gregson & Sharman, Liverpool 
Ease, Jous W assan, Middlesbrough, Butcher March 14 Punch & Robson, Middles- 
roug’ 
Ricaanpson, Mary Awx, Dukinfield, Chester March 28 Howard, Dakinfield 
Rivixes, Stpxey Saver, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, Railway Ticket Collector 
i Nicholls, l.iacola id 


April 4 ma fields 
peo Rostros, Grange over sands, Lancs April4 Milne, Kendal 


Kose, Jaxx, Darlington Maich 31 Wooler & Wooler, Darlington 
Sty, Ricuary Stevens, Sidcup, Rope Merchant April10 Anning & Co, Cheapside 
Smiru, WittiAm, Sale, ter, Provision Dealer Aprillz Diggies & Ogden, sanchester 


Tomiiyson, Mantua, Blackpool March 28 Butcher, Blackpooi 

Tucker, Sagan Ann, Barrmgton rd, Crouch End March 14 Elliott, Hastings 

TusyEr, Fenn Faasovise Lucie, Mount Ebford, Woodbury, Devon Apru 15 James 
& Snow, Exeter 

Turyour, The Right Hon Epwarp, Petworth, Sussex 

Tort, James, Ashford. Kent, Ni March 25 

Bradiord, Yarn Merchant April 1 





Broan, Groner, ines, Innkeeper ‘March 28 Pepper, Lincoln 
Arurtaap, Josey Hewny, Hadderatel, Painter March7 Masser & Co, Nottingham 


Waaces, Cuar.es, Ta 
Wares, oem Lamarrh, Eosex, Farmer March 10 Bates e Wells, Sudbury 
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Venn, Enity, Brighton March 30 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, Buckingham gate, West- 
minster 


Wit.asmsor, Saran, Hunslet, Leeds Marchi11 Tempest, Leeds 
WI.s0n, AL¥aED, Sevenoaks April 15 Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery In 
Wirry, Saran, Kingston upon Hull March 18 Wilson & Sons, Hull 


Waiont, Faepenicx, Coventry, Gold Watch Case Manufacturer March 28 Johnson, | 


Coventry 
London Gazette.—Tusrspay, March 3. 


Airey, Grorcs, Leyton, Essex Aprill4 Hays & Co, Clement’s In 
Aypersox, Ewa Saran, Nottingham March 29 Goodall & Son, Nottingham 
Baxyox, Rosext, Hammersmith, Licensed Victualler April 3 Wikmson & Son, 
Bermondsey st 
Bassett, MartTua, West Cross, nr Swansea Aprill D'Albani & Ellis, Newmarket 
Baxtar, Maria, Norwich March 30 Hill, Norwich 
Beuxey, Mary, 8t Leonards on Sea March31 Langham & Co, Hastings 
Baisxwortu, Taomas, Brighton April4 Church. Brighton 
Dancy, Joun Faancis, Walton le Wold, Leicester May Ul 
pavement 
Davies, Mary Extex, Tunbridge Wells March 31 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
Dixows, Geonce Faanocis, Heigham, Norwich March9 Keith & Co, Norwich 
Dunsrervitte, Gronce, Plymouth April8 Stevens, Plymouth 
me Waurer, Shetlield, Machine Kaife Manufacturer April 30 
shettiel 
Fectuam, Samver, Hilperton, Wilts, Farmer April4 Mann & Rodway, Trowbridge 
Fievcpen, Aoxes Avice, Earl’s Courtrd March 19 Camp & Co, Bedford row 
Fu ipaook, Sirragyx, Lamberhurst, Kent. Baker March 25 Gower. Tunbridge Wells 
Gag, Nancy Currs, Shakespeare rd, H-rne Hill April 22 Gush & Co, Fiasbury circus 


Gosnell & Son, Finsbury | 


Barker, 
| 


Joxgs, Many Any, Wightwick, Staffs April10 Bickley & L 

Kipp, Francis Josern, Nottingham March 29 Savidge, Walb: 

Kiaut, Sornta, Newbury, Berks April 15 Belcher, Newb 

Lxvoxe, Lucy, Bexhill on Sea March 20 Arkeoil & Oo, Tooley st 

Levy, Cuagces Epwarp, Farnham April3 Routh & Co,Sout»ampton st, Bloomsbury | 

Loumayy, Many Susaynan, Brighton Aprill1 Chalinder & Herington, be 

Lovcuyayx, GrorGiana Lucy AoGnus LLEN, Southfields, Wandsworth a 
Witham & Co, Gray’s inn *4 te 

Mitisaxk, Hernent, Wethersfield, Essex, Baker March 28 Cunnin & Co 

Mitvert, Ropexrt Eowarp Mircue.t, Marazion,Cornwall April 3 il], Penzance 

Morzis, Rosert, Cromwell rd, South Kensington April 8 Lawrence & Sons, R:d Ligg 
8q, Southampton row 

Norruawoop, James Hesxy, Addison rd March 31 Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 

Oa, 81 Joas Caatoner, Newton Abbot, Devon March 28 Westyr-Evans, Cardiff 

Oxprisip, Witttam, Norwich March 30 Hill, Norwich 

Oxenye, Joun Goopuaut, Leicester March 28 Hood, Leicester 

Owen, Heyny, Pedmore, Worcester March 31 Harwards & Evers, Stourbridge 

Parker, ANNE ap Hartismererd, Fulham March 31 Gery & Brooks, Old Cavendish 
st, Cavendish eq 

Puiturs, Hexay Georce Coates, Imperial mans, Charing Cross rd Aprill0 Longé 


Gardiner, Lincoln's inn fiel , 

Pixcaarp, Micuag. Bipputru, Charminster, Dorset March 23 Maddison & Co, OM 
Jewry 

Ratras, Exrty, Marchamley Wood, Hodnet, Salop, Farmer April 2 Minor, Manchester 

Ry ey, Taomas Crorrer, Liverpool, Solicitor April30 Ryley & Co, Liverpool 

Saxry, Mania. Lower Weston, nr Bath April 3 Stone & Co, Bath 


ex, Birmingham 
rook 


Gansitt, Mary, Leeds April 1 
Gaustiett, Buizapetu, Portsmouth March 21 
Giit, E.izasera Hestree, Chester April 11 


Goova.t, Joux Tuomas, Brighouse, Yorks, Card Manufacturer 


Chambers, Brighouse 


Graxorr, WILLIAM Siocompe, Weymouth, Surgeon April 1 


fields 
Gueeswoon, Susaynau, Crosshills, Yorks April 14 
Marvy, Jous Nuvauw Eastrwoop, Halifax, Watchmaker 
Halifax 
Haapy, Wii.iam, Southend on Sea March 31 
Haguisox, Samvuct, Birmingham April 10 
Has.er, Henxeat Eomuonr, Fallowfield, Manchester 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette,—Faipay, Feb. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ausxanper, Avotrnvus B, Langham st, Portland pl, 
Dentist High Court PetJan2 Ord Feb 25 
Arkies, Josern Curistoruer, Westbury on Trym, Bristol, 


farmer Bristol Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 


Baumoartenx, Eowarp Picroy, Leigh on Sea, Essex 
Coelmsford Pet Jan31 Ord Feb 24 

Bony, Cuantes Haroip, Stradbroke, Suffolk, Grocer 
Ipswich Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 


Brayshay & Calvert, Ripon 
Wood & Robinson, Portsmouth 
Royle & Reynolds, Chester 


Rawnsley & Peacock, Bradford 
March 25 


Waller & Co, Coleman st 

Bickley & Lynex, Birmingham 

April 14 Sale & C», Manches!er 
Jungs, Evan, Pontypool, Draper Aprill0 Bowen, Poatypool 


| Suieips, Jouw TuHomrson, Scarborough 


Bograpattz, Wittiam McLxay, 8t Helens pl, Financier | 


High Court Pet Jan3 Ord Feb 25 

Batces, Wiitiam Exxesr, Doacaster Sheffield Pet Feb 25 
Ord Feb 25 

Brows, Diana. Great Warley, Essex 
Janl4 Ord Feb 22 


Carrivick, Corye.ivs, Helmen Tor, Newquay, Cornwall, 


Builder Truro Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Cuirmay, Grorae, Truro, Hardware Dealer Truro Pet 
Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Crompton, Jonn, Kadcliffe, Lancs, Sinker Bolton Pet 


Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 
Dg Artime, Freneaic, Salter’s Hall 


! court, Cannon st 
High Court Pet Jan8 Ord Feb 25 


Srernensox, Jony, Barmby 
lington 


Nuneaton 
March 31 Chambers & | 

: Newbury 
Barrow, Lincola’s inn 


Lani & Fos‘er, 


Stevenson, Tuomas, jun, Minworth, Warwick, Farmer 


Tea, Renecca, Steeton, Yorks 
Tuomvsox, Many Joseraine, 
Tutiey, Micuan., Preston, Brigaton Junel Harcourt & Co, Ludgate hill 

Turron, Ecizasetu Grit, charrow, Sheffield March 29 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 


upon the Mour, Yorks, Farmer March 21 Powell, Pock. 
March 21 Clay & Atkins, 


Tayior, Wituram Henay, Stroud Grean, Newbury, Berks, Carpenter April 15 Belcher, 


April 14 Rawnsley & Peacock, Bradford 


Sunderland March 31 Hines & Son, Sunderlan! 


WEATHERBEAD, Sinyt, Bingley, Yorks April 15 Weatherhead & Knowles, bingley 


Jones, Carnarvon 








Parkinson, Marra Hanwau, Bolton, Grocer Bolton 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Preivrer, Cuarcte, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Bristol 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Piatt, Josepa Scorr, Hook, nr Goole, York, Builder 
Wakefield Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Quaire, WittiamM Grorce, St Leonards on Sea, Sussex, 
Baker Hastings Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Scarborough Pet 


Feb 25 Ord Feb25 

SauTrceworrs, Josees, Tyldesley, Lancs, Grocer Bolton 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Siveson, Atpert, Ipswich, Pig Dealer Ipswich Pet 
Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 


S.iack, Sypyey, Brighton, Builder Brighton Pet Feb 4 
Ord Feb 25 


| Sree., Water James, Eynella rd, Dulwich Park, Com 


Chelmsford Pet | 


pe Aatiane, Faevenicx, and Pavut pe Arriae, Salter’s Hall | 


court, Merchants 
Feb 25 
Dorie, Watters Wittiam, Welle next the Sa, Norfolk, 
Fruiterer Norwich Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 
ae = —— Ricuarp, Slough Windsor 


eb 22 


High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord 


Pet Dec 7 


Epwarps, WituiAm Arruur, Newquay, Cornwall, Grocer 
Truro Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Frercuer, Tuomas, and Joun F.ietcurr, 
Yorks, Builders Sh-ffield Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Gavp, Jouyn, Bicknollor, Taunton, Somerset, Builders 
Taunton Pet Feb24 Ord Feb v4 

Hawitt, Wii.1am, Chesterton, Stafford, Brick Manu- 
facturer Hanley Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 2) 

Hicksox, Daviv, and James Hicxsox, Wellowgate, Gt 
Grimsby, Agricultural Carpenters Gt Grimsby Pet 
Febil Ord Feb 26 

James, Raxpo.ra, Malin Bridge, Sheftizld, Farmer Shef- 
field Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 

Jowss, Jons, Gilfach, nr Bargoed, Glam, Pit Carp nter 

yr Tydfil Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Kinesmitt, Water Georae, Dover, Fruiterer Canterbury 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Licutroot, ALyrep Heyry, Hartlepool, Durham, Clothier 
Sunderland Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 26 

Lissxex, Sauvet, Cannon st rd, Whitechapel, Builder 
High Court Pet Dec7 Ord Feb 26 

Lockyes, Grorcs, Brighton, Solicitor Brighton Pet 
Feb8 Ord Feb 25 

Macvoyatv, Watrera, and Hewxry Price Buruer. Stret- 

» Lancs, Constructional Kagineers Saiford Pet 
Feb 24 Ord Feb v4 

Mitces, Hexssar Henry, Houndsditch, Coffee House 
Ki High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Niouttxscate, Joux, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, Painter 

Manches Pet F-b 21 Ord Feb 25 

Oram, Citantrs, Ciapton, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, 

uilder ells Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb u4 

Owsx, Daviv, New Church rd, Camberwell, Dairyman 

Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Owax, Witttam Epwarv Dove.as. West Cromwell rd, 
West Kensington High Court Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 26 

Parramnt, Wasursctox, Liford, Commercial Traveller 
Chelmsford Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 2% 


Golithorpe, 


- 


| WALTERS, 





mercial Clerk High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 - 

Tarvir, Eayest M, Ashford, Middiesex High Court 
Pet Jan 21 Ord Feb 24 

Watt, James, Underhi'l rd, East Dulwich, Surrey High 
Court Pet Jan2) Ord Feb 24 

Watiwork, Berue., Hurst, nr Avhton under Lyne, Lancs, 
Grocer Ashton under Lyne Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Arraur Rosert, Handsworth, Commission 
Agent Birmingham Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 25 

Wartsox, Rosear, Wolverhampton, Grocer Wolverhamp- 
ton Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Wairey, Wiuciam, Howard rd, New Malden, Surrey, Com- 
mercial Clerk High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Wuarrraker, Samugt, Stockport, Greengrocer Stockport 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 25 

Wiikissoes, Eowaap, Muford Haven, Pembroke, Green- 
grocer Pembroke Dock Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Wiusos, Enos, Clayton le Moors, Lancs, Labourer Black- 
bura Pet eb 24 Ord Feb 26 

Wirree. Squire, Oidham, Lancs 
Ord Feb 24 


Oldham Pet Feb 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avams, Taomas, and Water James Apams, Witham, 
Essex, Fellmongers March 9 at 3.15 Shirehall, 
Chelmsford 

Atexanper, Apotrnuus B, Langham st, Portland pl, 
Dentist March 9at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Avupery, Mary, Kiogston upon Hull, Fancy Stationer 
March 7 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Hull 

Bony, Cuartes Haroip, Stradbroke, Suffolk, Grocer 
March 20 at 2.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 


| Borrapatts, Witt1am McLeay, St Helen’s pi, Fiuancier 


March 9at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey et 

Baatruwaire, Caaries, Howden, Yorks, Iankeeper March 
Nad Off Rec, York City Baok chmbrs, Lowgute, 

u 

Bromury, Tuowas, St Anne’s on the Sea, Lancs, Contractor 
March 7 at1l Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Cagrivick, Coryetius, Helmen Tor, 
— March 9 at 12.45 Off Rec, Boscawen sat, 
Truro 

Cuirmas, Gronree, Truro, Hardware Dealer March 9 at 12 
Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Cromerox, Joun, Raicliffe, Lancs, Sinker 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

pe Astime, Frepenic, Salter.’ Hall ct, Cannon st 
10at12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

pe Artime, Frepeaick, and Paci pe Antime, Salters’ Hall 
ct, Merchants. March 10 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Dovsr, Atragsp, Gt Grimsby, Painter March 7 at 11 Off 
Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Exss, Astave Grauam, Darby, Decorator March 7 at 11 

ff Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Foxat, Davip, and Witttam Foxaut, Lye, Worcester, 
Trunk Mauufacturer h 9 at 11 Off Rec, 199, 
Wolverhampton st, Dudley 


March 9 at 3 
March 


ewquay, Cornwall, | 


Witpisa, Ann Exizaners, South Norwood April 10 Laytons, Budge row, Cannon st 
Wicuirams, Eowarp, Rhostryfan, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Butcher 


March 30 Davies & 


Youxe, Rosear, Blackheath, Manufacturer April9 Barber & Co, Gt St Helens 


Hamer, James Witt1am, Thorneywood, Nottingham, 
Contractor March 10 at1l O/f Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park 
st, Nottingham 

Ho.voway, Jusera, Oldbury, Worcester, Painter March 19 
at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Hopper, Atrarp Richagp Barry, Middlesbrough, Grocer 
March 10 at 11_ Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Kemp, Jusee, Kast Dean, Suysex, Wheelwright March 9 at 
2.39 County Court Offices, seaside rd, urne 

Kircnener, Percivat, Jarvis Brook, Sussex, Builder 
March 11 at 11.30 Clarendon Hotel, Broadway, Tun- 
bridge Wells 

Laxe, Geonas, Upwell, Cambridge, Farm Foreman March 
7at123) Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Lock yea, GrokaGs, Brighton, Solicitor March 12 at3 Of 
Rec, 4. Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Mitier, Heesext Henay, Houndsditch, Coffee Houm 
Keeper March 10at11 Bankruptey bide Carey st 

Owes, Davin, New Church rd, Camberwell, Dairymas 
March 9at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Pows ut, Fsank RanpA.t, and Argraur Sras.es, Trafford 
Park, or Manche-ter, Timber Merchants, March 9 at 8 
Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Patoe, Joun, Abercarn, Mon, Baker March 11 at 12 Of 
Ree, 144, Commeccial st, Newport, Mou 

Purse.ove, Wittiam Taomas, Baxted, Sussex, Groce 
March 11 at 12 Clarendon Hotel, Broadway, Tun- 
bridge Wells 

Quatre, Wituam Grorcs, St Leonard’s on Sea, Sussex, 
Baker March 10 at 2.30 County Court Offices, % 
Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Rumsey, Stoxey Ereecr, Lorne Park, Bournemouth, Aue 
tioneers’ Clerk March 7 at 11.15 Messrs Curtis & Soa, 
158, Old Christchurch rd, Bournemou 

SAvILL, Leonarp, and Eowin Savitt, Prittlewell, South: 
end on Sea, Grocers March 10 at 12 14 Bedford row 

Saimecp, Agtuus Wituam, Bingham, Notw, Printer 
March 10at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
ham 

Suurrieworrs, Joseru, Tyldesley, Lancs, Grocer March 
1l at 3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Simpsox. Atsert, Ipswich, Pig Dealer March 20 at I 
Utf Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswic' 

Siack, Sypvev, Bri oe — March 12 at 2.80 Of 
Kee, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Stapescans, Harpy, Rottingdean, Sussex, Builder 
March 12 at 10.45 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion tide. Be 

Sreet, Watreae James, Eynella rd, Dulwich 

Commercial Clerk March ll at12 Bankraptcy bidgs 
Carey st 

Sraixcer, Joun Vatentivs, Barnsley, General Dealet 
March 9 at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

| Tarp, Eanest M, Ashford, Middlesex March 9 at 8 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carev st 

Tusswitt Jounx Brioosmas, Kidderminster, Manage @ 
Paper Mills March 9at11.15 Off Rec, 199, Wolver 
hampton st, Dudley 

Watt, James, Long rd, East Dulwich March 9 at ll 
Bankruptcy 8, Carey st 

WELLS, Jeune, Skerton, nr Lancaster, Grocer March 7a 
11.15 Off Re, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Wuirtey, Tee, = per te mrt omens 
Clerk arch 11 atl ankruptcy > 

Wispwam, Jonatuaw Rosert, Burford, Otis Hasnen 
Maker March7 at 12 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Awynett, Henry James, Andover, Builder Salisbury Pet 
Feb 4 


Ord Feb 26 
Be.tox, Waren, Colby rd, Gipsy hill, Upper Norwood, 


Builder High Court Pet Feb10 Ord Feb 25 





Bony, Caagtes Haroun, Stradbroke, Suffolk, Groct 
Ipswi Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 ; 
EST, Sheffield Pet 


| Basacs, Winuiam Ean 
| Pmo> ’ Ord Feb 25 
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Cagnivicsx, Comnetius, Helmen Tor, Newquay, Cornwall’ 
Builder Truro Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

CarMax, Gores, Truro, Cornwall, Hardware Dea'er 
Truro Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Cromey, Josspa Hewry, Liverpool, Provision Dealer 
Liverpool Pet Jan3i Ord feb 24 

Cromrrox, Joux, 
feb 24. Ord Feb 24 

Dick. Frank Burnett, Sunbury on Thames, Metallurgist 
Wandsworth Pet Jani Ord Feb 26 

Doyte, Wacter Wim, Wells next the Sea, Norfolk 
Fruiterer Norwich Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Epwarps, Wituram ArTaur, Newquay, Cornwall, Grocer 
Truro Pet Fed 24 Ord Feb 


Fcietostr, TrHomas, and pray , ee Her, Goldthorpe, 
Yorks, Builders Sheffield Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb v4 


Fow es, Tuomas, Cheltenham, Coal Merchant Chelten- 
ham Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 25 
Gapp, Joux, Bicknoller, Taunton, Builder Taunton Pet | 


Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

James, Ranpotrn, Malin Bridge, Sheffield, Farmer Shef- 
field Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 

Jewett, Sauce. Wittiam, Bodmin, Cornwall 
Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 26 

Jones, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb v4 

Kixeasuitt, Watter Grorce, Dover, Fruiterer 
bury Pet Feb24 Ord Feb 24 

Licatroot, ALFaep Henry, Hartlepool, Cothier 
land Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 26 

MacpowaLp, Water, and Henry Paice Boties, T afford 
Park, Stretford, Lancs. Constructiosal Kogineers 
Salford Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Macosocaté, Josnva Kicnarpson, Naracen’s Head bldga 
Snow hill, Timber Merchant High Court Pet Jan lo 
Ord Feb 27 

Masks, Sertinos, Austin Friars, Commission Agent High 
Court Pet Dec18 Ord Feb 26 

Mittes, Heasert Henay, Houndeditch, Coffee House 
Keeper High VUourt Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Oram, Cuartes, Clupton, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, 
Builder Wells Vet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Paytiy, Lovis Atrrep, Corporation chmbrs, Guildhall 
yard, Surveyor High Court Pet Nov 2 Ord Feb 26 

Pappai.t, AsuinGtos, Ilford, Essex, Commercial 
Traveller Chelmsford Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Parkinsos, Marataa Hawnan, Bolton, Lanes, Grocer 
Bolton Pet Feb 23 Urd Feb 26 

Piatt, Joszru Scott, Hook, nr Goole, Builder Wakefield 
Pec Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Quaire, Witt1am Geonrcr, St Leonard’s on Sea, Sussex, 
Baker Hastings Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 


Saatriatp, Ricnarp Atsert, Regent st High Court 
Pet Sept16 Ord Feb 20 


Truro 


Canter- 


Sur1eips, Jonx Taompson, Scarborough Scarborough Pet 
feb 25 Ord Feb 25 } 
SuutTrLeworth, Josrpn, Tyldesley, Lancs, Grocer Bolton | 


Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 25 

Simpson, A.bert, Ipswich, Pig Dealer 
20 Ord Feb 20 

Surru, Josera Baavtey, Leicester, Corn Factor Leicester 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Feb 26 

Srert, Water James, Eynella rd, Dulwich Park, Clerk 
High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Srevens, Cuagies Ricuanp, Queen Victoria st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Feb 24 


Tosswitt, Joux Bripceman, Kidderminster Kidderminster 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 24 

Watiwonk, Beruaet, Hurst, nr Ashton under Lyne, Lanes, 
Grocer ’ Ash'on under Lyne Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 

Wartsox, Rosert, Wolverhampton, Grocer Wolver- 
hampton Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Wuitsy, Wiiitam, New Malden, Surrey, Clerk High 
Court Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Wuirraker, Samvsc. Stockport, Greengrocer Stockport 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Witsox, Daviv, Westbury on Trym, Bristol, Produce Broker 
Bristol Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 24 

Wiixixsos, Epowarp, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Green- 
grocer Pembroke Dock Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb26 

Witsow, Exos, Clayton le Moors, Lancs, Labourer Black- 
burn Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

Wovrerecx, Heeman Cuaaies Apo.pne Louris, Edinburgh 
mans, Victoriast High Court Pet Nov8 Ord Feb 25 


Ipswich Pet Feb 


Radcliffe, Lancs, Sinker Bolton Pet 





| Duwrorp, 


| 


Joan, Gilfach, nr Bargoed, Glam. Pit Carpenter re. monger Worcester Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 
DWARDS, 








London Gasette.—Tuxspay, March 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baker, Aware Bedford Park, \ weedanan Builder Brent- 
ford Pet Nov19 Ord Feb 

damune Fenstantoa, , Be Chicory Grower 

boro! h Pet Feb 28° Ord Feb 28 

| Bat, Joux exry, Mannameai, sepa, Builder 

Plymouth Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 2 

Bavesme, (os Capt H, Frome, Somerset ee Pet Feb 17 | 

Oo 


Baxea, 


CHADWICK, ae Maertix, Harrogate, Stockbroker 
York PetFebi4 Ord Feb 28 

Cooxe, Gores, Liversedge, Yorks, Joiner 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Coversnay, Frank Bagwapas, South Hayling, Hipate, 
Hotel Proprietor Portemouth Pet Feb 27 Ord F 
27 

Dawe, Heyry Samvust, halotion, | Glam, Posting Master 
Cardiff Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 

Dowxes, Witiam Josspa, Sou st, Manufacturer of 
Leather Goods High Court Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

James Wicirams, Walthamstow, Architect 
High Court Pet Febil Ord Feb 28 

— Harry Witreep, Evesham, Worcester, Fish- 


General 
or) 


Dewsbury | 


Tsaac, Li , Beanmaris, Anglesey, 

Contractor Liverpool Pet Feb 28 Ord Fe 

Exias, Wittiam, Haverfordwest, Pembroke, Commission 
gent Pembroke Dock Pet Feb29 Ori Feb 2) 


Sunder- | Fivtea, Sam, Spalding, Lincs, Chimaey Sweep Peter- 


borough Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Geppes, -——" ae Painter 
Feb 26 Ord Feb 

Green, Nous ro ntl Gt Grimsby, Clerk Gt Grimsby 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Hammonp, Ricuarp, Waketield, Plumber Wakefield Pet 
Feb 1i Ord Feb 27 

Hayrs, Jacos, Spalding, Lincs, Painter Peterborough 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

ae, Witt1aM Georcs, and Watrer James Heap, Ash- 

poo, Kent, Clothiers Canterbury Pet Feb 28 Ord 

Fe 

Hont, Ezra, Cheshunt, Herts, Timber Merchant Edmonton 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

James, Dawniet, Tirydail, Carmarthen, A aad Labourer 
Carmarthen Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 2 

Kenpatt, ALraep. South Norwoo:, endiiie Croydon 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 25 

Lipman, Apeanam, Brick In, Peteleetie, Confectioner 
High Court Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 

Livesey, Witt1Am, Platt Bridge, Mindley Tagen, Colliary 
Dataller Wigan Pet Feb 28 Ord F 

Moore, Joan Jonataay, Ravenswood rd, Balbas Wands- 
worth Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Pratt, Ernest Avrarp, Kenniogton In, nr Oxford, 
Builder Oxford Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 29 

Roseats, E.tzasets, Harrogate, Builder York Pat 
Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Roserts, Taowas Henry, Smethwick, Staffs, Commission 


Nottingham Pet 


Agent West Bromwich Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 29 
Rossox, Barton, Cromer, Milk Dealer Norwich Pet Feb 
28 Ord Feb 28 


Rows, Ricnasp Otiver Cottins, Levenshulme, Hosier 
Manchester Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 29 

Scott, Joux Heyry, Sunbury Kingston, Surrey Pet 
April4 Ord Feb 27 

Sxetron, Asset Epwarp, Scarborough, Hairdresser 
Scarborough Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 2y 

Stater, Faepericx, Rochdale, Foreman Dyer Rochdale 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Suirn, Caartes Ruoapes, Wealdstone, Furniture Dealer 
St Albans Pet Feb7 Ord Feb 27 

Satu, Trupen, East Grinstead, Plumber Tunbridge Wells 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Souster, Groraz James, 8t George, Bristol, Stationer 
Bristol Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 29 

Sykes, Witt1am, Huddersfield, Builder Huddersfield Pet 
Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Tomson, Avexanper, and Epwin Srracnayx, South 
my st, Tailors High Court Pet Feb 29 Ord 
‘eb 29 

Tiwy, Taomas, Norwich, Licensed Victualler Norwich 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Wanrver, Tuomas Henny, Runcorn, Chester, Licensed 
Victualler Warrington Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Wits, Josep Georcs, Upper Parkstone, Dorset Dor- 
chester Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 29 


Zrecivexy, Avam, St Paul’s rd, Canonbury, Watchmaker 
High Court Pet Feb 11, Ord Feb 27 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Auaeyxrevp, Evwarp, Dover, Tobacconist March 12 at 9 
Of Castile st, 

Arxins, Joszea Comesncnts, Westbury a 

Farmer ll at 1.4 Of Hes. t 26, 


Bri 
Berar, Netsox, Deal, Boardiog house Keeper March 11 
t 11 Off Rec, 684, Castle of, Canterbury 


March 12-at 12,30 


H F, Frome, Somerset March 11 at 12 15 
, Baldwin st, Bristol 
| Brows, Diana, Gt Warley, Essex March 11 at 12 14, 


row 
| Canrsa, Abert Epwasrp, Quinton av, Wimbledon, Chauf- 
fear March 13 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 


ae. Wittiam Caaaces, Burslem, Staffs, Foreman 
Catter and Tailor March 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, King 


a 
| Sesame, waeees Eanzst, Doncaster 


Brooxia, C 
Off 





st, Ni 
| Cuomey, voanen in On he, ‘ Feoviien Dealer 
4 Baptist 4 verpool 
| Da ave Davin, , Glam, Baptist Minister 
12 at Off Bec, 4, ” Pavilion bee Brightoa 
| Dowsns, "Wenan Jossen, Jewin st, Manufactur-r of 
er Goods March 12 at 1 "Bankruptoy bldgs, 





} 
| Carey 
| Dowss. Wavres, Want bes — the Sea, Norfolk, 
| ruiferer 14 at ? Rec, 8, 
| ‘Norwiah ew 
Dessee, © Ricuarp, Clowne, Derby, Miner March 12 at 11,30 
Rec, Figtree rm Sheffield 
ee. Josren, C\undun, nr Coventry, 
March li atil Off Ree, 8, st, Coventry 
Furrcure, Taomas, and Joun LETOHSR, ‘Batata 
an ree March 12 at 12 Off Reo, 
Greex, Acruur Watuey, Lage —p Glam, Bank ae 
March i3atl12 Off Reo, 3 rd, 8 
Hatt, Faevexiox, Birmingham, 1b Master March 12 at 
11.30 191 Corporation st, Birmingham 
Haut, Henry, and Haary Hatt, Birmingham, Coal Mer- 
—- «aa 16 at 11,30 191, Corporation at, Bir- 
min; 
Hammonp, Ricnagp, Wakefield, Plumber March 12 at 11 
Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Hannisox, Onagurs Brawano, Birmingham, Poulterer 
} March 12 at 12.30 191, Corporation hy Birmi: 
James, Daisy, Tirvdail, ‘Carmarthen, C ‘uliery Lsboarer 
lLatil Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
James, Raxvo.rs, Malin Bridge, sheffield, Farmer March 
J ay Pty yt a Quepentes 
OnEnSs, JOuN, nr Bargoe m, Pit 
March 11 at 12 Off ff Reo County Court Townhall, 
Merthyr Tydfil 
Kenpaut, Atyarp, South Norwood, G March 
11 at 11,39 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Kiyesmite, Wares Gerona, Dover, Fraiterer’ March 12 
at 9.15 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
Lipmay, Apoenen, Brick la, italfields, Contortinget 
March 11 at 2.30 Bankruptcy Carey 
Lissyea, Samce., Cannon st rd, Whitechapel, Builder 
March 11 at 12 Bankruptcy bldg. Carey st 
Livesey, Witi1AM, Platt Bridge, Hindley, Lancs, Colliery 
Dataller March 18 at 8 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Maxis, Georoe, Faanx Maxty, and Hanay Maur, Toe 
field, Voach Builders March llatil Off Rec, 6, Bond 
ter, Wakefield 
Marruews, James, Darby, Grocer March ll at12 Off Rec, 
47, Full st, Derby 
Mitus & Co, Hanoip W, Sheffield, foopmangaes March 11 
ati2 Off Ree, Fi tree In, Sheffield 
Nieutixscae, Joax, © eetham Hill, Manchester, Painter 
and Decorator March 11 at 2.30 Of Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 
Oram, Cuanies, Midsomer Nurton, Somerset, Builder 
March 11 at 1130, Off Hec, 25, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Owes, Wittiam Eowaxp Dovetas, West Cromwell nd, 
West iets March 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Sine Mauraa Haynan, Bolton, Grocer March 12 


at3 19, Exc st, ton 
Preivrer, Cuaa.ie, Bristol, Licensed Victualler March 11 





atil2 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


MOORGATE STHRIEBT, LONYPonm, 


ESTA BLISHED a ol, 





w.o. 


EX@CLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





X 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


630 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have 


supervision of the Corporation. 


been conducted under the 


direction and 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Pratt, Joszeru Scorr, Hook, nr Goole, Yorks, Builder 
March 11 at 10.30 Carlisle clmbrs, Goole 

Poutiex, Exxest Evccoms, West Mersea, Essex, Labourer 
March 12 at 11 Cups Hotel, Colchester | 

Bice, F A Brsawt, Blackheath, Author March 11 at 12 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Roneats, Evizasetn, Harrogate, Builder March 13 at 3 
Off Kec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Rovurn, Cuara Exvis, Cardiff, Draper March 11 at3 Off 
Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Sawzaxv, Josern Witttam, Gt Grimeby, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer March 11 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s 
chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Games Jonn Tuomesoy, Scarborough March 12 at 3 

ff Rec, 48, W estborough, Scarborough 

a. Samurt, Morice Town UVevonport, Painter March 
11 at 12 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Sarrn, Tirpey, "East Grinstead, Plumber March 11 at 11.30 
off , 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Tomson, ALRXanpER, avd Eowin Srracuayx, South 
Molton st, Tailors March 12at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 

Watson, Ropert, Wolverhampton, Grocer March 11 at 11 
Off Rec, Wclverbampton 

Wisox, Exos, Clayton le Moors, Labourer March 11 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Witter, Squire, Oldham, Beer Retailer March 18 at 11 

ff Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Zintansxy, ApAm, 8t Paul’s rd, Canonbury, Watchmaker 

March 12 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atuzx, Tou Ayperson, Wellington chmbrs, London Bridge, | 
Provision Merchant High Court Pet Oct 8 Ord Feb 25 | 

Baxer, Gorvox, Fenstanton, Hunts, Chicory Grower | 
Peterborough Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Crrrezx, Micuart, Turnham Green ter Brentford Pet 
Dec 18 Ord Dec 27 

Cooxr, Groraz, Liversedge, Yorks, Joiner 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Covretgzway, Fraxk Barwasas, South Hayling, Hants, 
Hotel Proprietor Portamouth Pet Feb27 Ord Feb 27 

Dawe, Hewry samvr., Laleston, Glam, Posting Master 
Cardiff Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 28 

pw Artime, Frepsricx, and Pavt pr Artie, Salters Hall 
ct, Merchants High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord Feb 28 

Dyson. Epwarp Ricaarp, Slough Windsor Pet Dec7 
Ord Feb 26 


Dewsbury 


Epvainotox, Harry Witrraep, Evesham, Worcester, Fish- 
monger Worcester Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Epwarps, Isaac, Liangoed, Beaumaris, Auglesey, General 
Contractor Liverpool Pet Feb 28 ” Ord Feb b 28 

Ex1as, Wit.1am, Haverfordwest, Pembroke, Commission 

t Pembroke Dock Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 29 

Fivier, 8am, Spalding, — Chimney Sweep Peter- 
borough Pet Feb v7 Ord Feb 27 

Fisusn, Cuaarves, Green In, Stamford Hill, House Furnisher 
High Court Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 28 

Gxzppes, Jonx, Nottingham, Painter Nottingham Pet | 
Feb 26 Feb 26 

Compe, 4.5, G, Croydon, Builder Croydon Pet Nov 28 Ord 


Garex, Noan ALExanpver, Gt Grimsby,Clerk Gt Grimsby | 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Hammonp, Ricnarp, Waketicla, Plumber Wakefield Pet 
Feb 11 Ord Feb 27 

Hayes, Jacos, Spalding, Lincs, Painter Peterborough | 

Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Heap, Wictam Geonoe, 
Fora Kent, Clothiers 
Ord Feb 

Hicxsoyw, all Wellowgate, Gt ae Carpenter Gt | 
mg ae Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 2 | 

Hort, Ezea, Cheshunt, Herts, Tiber Merchant Edmonton 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 2 27 


and Water James Heap, | 
Canterbury Pet Feb 28 


(su 
' PERIODICAL SALES snags 


Roperts, Taomas Hexry, Smethwick, Staffs, Commission 
Agent West Bromwich Pet Feo 29 Ord Feb 29 
Ropsoy, Pa ah Cromer, Milk Dealer Norwich Pet Feb 
28 e 

Rowe, Ricnarp Otiver Corin, Levenshulme, Hosier 
Manchester Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 29 

Sxe.rox, Atpert Epwarp, Scarborough, Hairdresser 
Scarborough Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 29 

Sara, Tirpex, East Grinstead, Plumber Tunbridge Wells 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Sykes, Witiram, Thornton Lodge, Huddersfield, Builder 
Huddersfield’ Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Tarpir, Ernest Mevuisu, Ashford, Middlesex High Court 
Pet Jan 21 Ord Feb 29 

Tuomsow, ALEXANDER, and Epwiy Strracnay, South Molton 
st, Tailors High Court Pet Feb 29 Ord Feb 29; 

Tipy, Tsaomas, Norwich, Lacensed Victualler Norwich 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 7 

Warper, Taomas Henry, Runcorn, Chester ~ Licensed 
Victualler Warrington Pet be ~ Ord Feb 28 

Wits, Josrra Grorcr, VU Dorset 
Dorchester Pet Feb 28 O 

Wixsxext, Roseat Groror, High st, Merton, Surrey, Glass 
Merchant Kingston, Surrey Pet Jan 31 Ord Feb 27 

bebe <5 Squire, Oldham Oldham Pet Feb 14 Ord 
‘eb 28 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 21 : 
| Freestonz, Epwasrp, ae Notts, Baker Sheffield 
Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 


——$<—<$— 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1908, 
MESSBES. 


awry TEWSON, RICHARDSON, © 
to announce that their SALES for 1908 
of ESTATES, Tectnente Balding Land oot 
rv and other Pro. 
vowsons, ; 
perties will be held at the AUCTION MART, T 
zeae, Be near the Bank of England, in the City of London, as 

































Tuesday, March 10 Far ag July 2 
Tuesday, March 17 Tuesday, July 7 
» March 24 Thursday, July 9 

Tuesday, March 31 Tuesday, July 14 
Tuesday, April 7 Thursday, July 16 
Tuesday, April 14 Tuesday, July 21 

esday, April 28 Thursday, July 23 
Tuesday, May 5 Tuesday, July 28 
‘Tuesday, May 12 Tuesday, August 11 
Tuesday, May 19 Tuesday, August 18 
Tuesday, May 26 Tuesday, October 13 
Tuesday, June 2 Tuesday, October 20 
Thursday, June 4 Tuesday, October 27 
Tuesday, June 16 Tuesday, November 10 
Tuesday, June 23 Tuesday, November 17 
Thursday, June 25 Tuesday, December 1 
Tuesday, June 30 Tuesday, December 8 


By arrangement, Auctions can also be held on other 
da in town or coun Messrs. De 
sah yg Gales and Valestree an 





Where di ‘fficulty ts ‘experienced in procuring 
the SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER with regularity it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher, at 
27, Chancery-lane. 





PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 
gy menveed = = banda & CRANFIELD 
. Milner, & Co.) conduct 


REVERSIONS (Absolute and Con’ )» 
and ANN . 
LIFE POLICIES, 
Shares and Debent: 
7 Debts and Bonds, and 
in iJ 


on the FIRST and THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at the MART, oe A E.C. 
The dates fixed for 1908 are as follows :— 
Thursday, March 19 Thursday, August 20 
Thursday, April 2 | Thursday, September 3 
Thureday, April 16 Thursday, September 17 
Thursday, May 7 Thursday, October 1 
hursday, May 21 Thursday, October 15 
Thursday, November 5 
Thursday, November 19 
Thursday, December 3 
Thursday, December 17 
Thursday, August 6 


Pg 6, Foultry, London, E.C. Tel “ Invari- 
London.” el. Nos. 999 and 1000 ’ and 8539 


Thursday, June 4 
Thursday, June 18 
Thursday, July 2 
Thureday, July 16 


Seal. 





PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
are held at the Mart, rn E.C., on the first and 


James, Danie, Tirydail, Carmarthen, Colliery Labourer | thind Wednesdays in every month throughout the year. 


Carmarthen Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 

Jonxs, Fauperick, Graveney rd, Tooting, Builder Croydon 

Oct 17 Ord Feb 25 } 

Liu, Apam Epwarp, and Taomas Epwarp Jenxtns, | 
Portsmouth, Timber Merchants Portsmouth Pet | 
Jan 2% Ord Feb 28 | 

Livesey, Wiiuiam, Platt Bridge, Hindley, loam, Colliery | 
Dataller Wigan Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Sirens, cous JonaTuax, Ravenswood rd, Balham Wands. | 

et Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

PRE tay Joux, Cheetham ii, Manchester, Painter | 
Manchester Pet Feb2i Ord Feb 27 

Preirrern. Cuantiz, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Bristol 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 28 

Roszats, E.izanetu, Harrogate, Builder York Pet Feb 
26 Ord Feb: 


eb 26 


The dates fixed for 1908 are as follows :— 
Wednesday, March 18 Wed 
Wednesday, April 1 | Wednesday, Sept. 2 
Wednesday, Bent. 16 


Wednesday, April 15 

Wednesday, May 6 Wednesday, Oct. 7 
Wednesday, May 20 Wednesday, Oct. 21 
Wednesday, June 8 

Wednesday, June 17 
Wednesday, July 1 
Wednesday, July 15 


Wednesday, Nov. 4 
Wednesday, Nov. 18 
Wednesday, Dec. 2 


Wednesday, Dec. 16 
Wednesday, August 5 
Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 
sale are respectfully invited to communicate with the 
Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 
Telegrams: ‘“ Invariably, London.” ‘Tel. Nos. 999 and 
1000 Bank, and 8539 Central. 








The Oldest Insurance 


ras 





























Copied from Policy dated 1726, 


FUNDS IN HAND 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BORGLARY, 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY 
A, W. COUSINS, 


Office in the World. 


FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 
Heap Orrice: 
hoz THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 





Insuraaces effected against the following risks :— 


FIRE, 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
and EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


LANE, W.C. 
District Manager. 
£2,545,328. 










































































Probate and other of Furniture, Pictures, 
Farming Stock, he. 


Timber, 
DETAILED LISTS OF INVESTMENTS, 
Bites . Estates, 


mises to be Let or ld by Private Contract can be o! 


btained 
f M Debenham ae, & 
Chennai, Lanian. ‘Telephone 0. 608 Bank. ~~ 


SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1908. 
MESSRS. 


Fie BREACH, Ga ELLIS, EGERTON, 
BREACH, GALSWORTHY, & OO. 





t’ the undermentioned dates have been 
fed I tor th their Bee UOTIONS of can aoe hold, and 
Leasehold EST. le 
&c., at the AUCTION — a , B. —. ie: 

Other appointments for intermedia can 
arranged. 
Thursday, March 12 Thursday, July 2 
Thursday, March 26 Thursday, July 9 
Tuesday, A 14 Tuesday, July 14 
Thursday, April 30 Thursday, July 23 
Thursday, May 7 Tuesday, July 28 
Thursday, May 14 Thursday, September 24 
Thursday, May 28 Thursday, Octo 
Tuesday, June Thursday, October 29 
Thursday, June 11 Thursday, November 12 
Tuesday, June 16 Thursday, November 26 
Thursday, June 18 Thursday, December 10 





List of fi Sales b: Anotion Se patel 
one! of forthcoming —~ 


the ad columns of “ 
AE, 
Messrs. Farebrother & Co. also issue on the ist of 


Month a OaRDULE OF PROPERTIES TO BB 
landed and residential 





FURNISHED AND UNFURNISHED | 
FLATS . TOWN and 
COUNTRY HOUSES 


EVERY DESCRIPTION 
Also SHOPS and OFFICE 


FOR FULL PARTICULARS APPLY TO 





Mr. F. J. Ronald 
Surveyor, Valuer, A 
BELGEAVIA, nema ea 


72 VICTURIA STREET 8.W. 


lephones - - 2560 Victoria - - 2561 Victoria | 
= ---. * DECIDEABLE, LONUVON.” 





GTIMSON & BONG, Auctioneers andl ‘ 


. M na Bank, ‘Ec. C., a 2, New Kent-road, 
—— (op the Elephant and Castle). 


Su Negotiations 
Ships, Chancery Reoelverehips nuns, 
pensation and other Claims, Sales of Furniture, Cc 
of Rents, Assessment Appeals, &c. we. 
salsvend of Houses, House Property, Ground-rents 
Sale, and and of Houses, Premuwes, Shops, Uffices To be 
rene sop 
i , Or lor two 
. No 
No. 624 Londug-wall. T 








